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QUASHING INDICTMENT AS NOT BEING 
SUPPORTED BY ANY COMPETENT EVI- 


DENCE. 





That the lawful finding of an indictment 
may be contested for some reasons is not 
seriously disputable, for example, if it be 
urged that it was brought about by the 
grand jury being put under such duress 
that it was unable to keep its oath “‘to pre- 
sent things truly as they may come their 
knowledge.” But this character of objec- 
tion goes to the fact, that there was no 
precedent deliberation to the finding of an 
indictment. Or it may be said that there 
is an element so overawing deliberation as 
prevents the casting of votes in the finding 
of an indictment other than “truly.” 

Does this, however, occur when there 
has been produced before a grand jury in- 
competent for example, that 
which is merely hearsay? ‘This cannot be 
said, because undoubtedly it is true that 
an indictment will be upheld, if there is, 
besides, competent evidence for its support. 
To this, Judge Sanborn, who attacks with 
much vigor and learning the holding by a 
majority decision, that the contention that 
an indictment is based wholly upon in- 
competent evidence is not a ground for 
quashing, seems plainly to concede. Mc- 
Kinney v. United States, 199 Fed. 25. 

We have it then, and we dare say this is 
the general consensus of judicial opinion, 
that in and of itself incompetent evidence, 
even though it be such as is prejudicial in 
its nature, is not an element, in the sacred 
precincts of a grand jury proceeding, which 
may vitiate action. Deliberation being left 
free, its presence is assumed to be merely 
foreign and nothing more. 

What conclusion is to be deduced, how- 
ever, when it is sought to show that an 
affirmative act by a grand jury rested solely 
upon this element, and demonstration is 
thus made, that though foreign, it controlled 


evidence, 





deliberation? If the presumption is one of 
law that incompetent evidence is wholly 
negligible when competent evidence is also 
present, upon what does an indictment rest 
if all of the evidence submited in a case is 
incompetent ? 

May an indictment be immune from a 
motion to quash, if it is found upon mere 
vote by a grand jury without anything be- 
ing submitted to a grand jury, at all, in the 
way of evidence? We believe not, because 
nothing will have come to their knowledge 
and, without knowledge, it usurps power in 
indicting. 

But the question recurs whether or not 
there is usurpation of power where a grand 
jury indicts when it determines that in- 
competent evidence is legal evidence in the 
establishment of an offense. The majority 
opinion in the case referred to seemed to 
think that, pro hac vice, it is, or, at least, 
that seems to us the logic of its conclusion. 

Thus it approves what Justice Nelson 
said, in United States v. Reed, 2 Blatchf. 
435, as follows: “No case has been cited, 
nor have we been able to find any, furnish- 
ing an authority for looking into and re- 
vising the judgment of the grand jury upon 
the evidence, for the purpose of determin- 
ing whether or not the finding was found- 
ed upon sufficient proof, or whether there 
was a deficiency in respect to any part of 
the complaint.” Now it is as much an in- 
vasion of constitutional right, if there is 
any invasion at all, in finding an indict- 
ment upon insufficient legal evidence as up- 
on no legal evidence. The question in 
both cases is one of sufficiency of evidence. 

The majority opinion says: “Matters af- 
fecting the state or integrity of a grand 
jury as an inquiring and accusing instru- 
mentality, such as the number and quali- 
fications of its members, are proper sub- 
jects of investigation ; but to go further and 
hold that its internal proceedings must, 
whenever challenged, undergo a judicial 
scrutiny and test according to the rules of 
trial evidence, is but to place another need- 
less, impeding obstacle in the course of 
criminal procedure.” 
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The court then goes on to speak of grand 
jury investigation and deliberations not be- 
ing under the immediate guidance of the 
court, and therefore its not being expected 
that they should conform to such rules, 
and, therefore, that the whole scheme is 
the repose of confidence in their proceed- 
ing, at least with a measure of regard for 
their oath. It thought that the last analysis 
of any other course would give one the 
right to review the evidence, if demanded, 
upon every indictment returned into court 
to ascertain if what had been submitted had 
in it enough for an accused to be put on 
trial. 

This position seems to us sound. If a 
grand jury is not to be guided by a court 
in the reception of evidence, it becomes a 
court for that purpose itself. If it rules 
that evidence is competent, then that is the 
law of a particular inquiry as much so as 
a court's ruling in the trial of a case. Cer- 
tainly there is no inherent invalidity in a 
verdict as founded on incompetent, evi- 
dence admitted without objection. Nor 
even where objection to its admission is 
overruled, except it be set aside by proper 
proceedings after verdict. Even the setting 
aside is not for inherent invalidity, but be- 
cause error is conceived to have influenced 
its rendition, The rendition itself, how- 
ever, is a legal act. 

To speak of constitutional rights hav- 
ing been invaded by a citizen being arrest- 
ed, confined and put on triai by virtue of 
any indictment by a grand jury, duly con- 
stituted and unembarrassed in its delibera- 
tions—an institution that was in operation 
long before and at the time of the guaranty 
of such rights—is to put us at sea about 
what is due process of law. 


It is a much less serious thing for one 
to be arrested and confined to await a 
trial under indictment, than that one citi- 
zen should have the right to go before an 
officer and procure a warrant for another 
and compel him to stand a preliminary 
trial. For the innocent, the real trial is 
preferable; for the guilty, even this might 





be true, but whether so or not is not ma- 
terial. The law of the society of which he 
is a member justifies itself as against him 
in both kinds of procedure. It seems 
strange, however, that a question like this 
should yet be so vigorously debated by emi- 
nent judges. 








NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS 





PLEADING—COUNTS IN PETITION FOR 
INJURY UPON EMPLOYER’S LIABILITY 
STATUTE AND UPON STATE LAW.—In the 
case of Jones v. Chesapeake & O. Ry. Co., 149 
S. W. 951, the Kentucky Court of Appeals held, 
that in an action by an employee of a railroad 
for negligence there could be a count for re- 
covery under the federal employer's liability 
act and one under the state law. When it is 
considered, that the state court is entertain- 
ing a suit under the former merely by direc- 
tion and consent of Congress and that plaintiff 
is in court as to the other count as the inher- 
ently proper court of jurisdiction, this ruling 
is upon an unique situation. 


Furthermore, taking it that the amount sued 
for is $3,000 or over and that there is diversity 
of citizenship, the suit is removable as to the 
second count and not as to the first, because 
by express prohibition of Congress no suit 
brought in a state court under the Federal Em- 
ployer’s Liability statute is removable. 


But coming back to the joinder of such 
counts as permissible pleading, and we doubt 
whether any precedent can be cited for the 
ruling. May a court proceed in one and the 
same suit as a substitute court and as a court in 
ordinary jurisdiction? It represents both the 
United States and the state in one action, but 
in a several way. 


This we conceive to be so, because as it is 
only within the power of Congress to give an 
individual a right of action by way of regula- 
tion of interstate commerce. This amounts 
to a penalty and the action is a sort of qui tam 
proceeding. The state gives an action in an 
individual’s own right. May two counts, thus 
diversely based, be embraced in the same suit? 

Of course, the pleading is made double, or 
rather two-fold, so as to fit the facts as the 
evidence may develop them, but may the two 
alternatives of recovery be joined in one suit? 
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SOCIAL JUSTICE AND LEGAL, JUS- 
TICE. 





A generation ago we were sure of our 
political institutions, and scarcely half of 
the time we count as a generation has pass- 
ed since somewhat extravagant eulogy of 
them was still the fashion. We believed 
confidently that we had spoken the last 
word upon the fundamentals of govern- 
ment. We believed that our bills of rights 
were legal and political Charts for all time 
—that they were authoritative text books 
of politics, economics and ethics. We were 
wont to say “unconstitutional” as Mr. Pod- 
snap said “not English.” It was a solving 
word which could dispose of every incon- 
venient problem. Not unnaturally there 
has been a marked reaction. We are no 
longer sure of our institutions. Criticism 
has become the fashionable note. Where 
but a short time since it was a common- 
place to say that amendments of the Con- 
stitution could come only through civil war, 
we now contemplate complacently enough 
speedy and peaceful alterations in what we 
were proud to refer to as the “most won- 
derful work ever struck off at a given time 
by the brain and purpose of man,”—and 
that without any pressing exigency. “Un- 
constitutional” has ceased to be a word to 
conjure with. 


More slowly the same change has taken 
place with respect to our law and our legal 
and judicial institutions. A generation ago 
it would have been hard to find anyone to 
question that, upon the whole, American 
law was quite what it should be. Older 
members of the Bar, indeed, still cherish 
the belief which was then universal. But 
first the economists and sociologists and stu- 
dents of government and then the Bar itself 
have been thinking upon this matter freely 
and vigorously until here also criticism has 
become staple. Nowhere is this change 
more noticeable than in the reports and pro- 
ceedings of our Bar Associations. Not long 
ago the dominant note was one of eulogy, 
of pride in our system and in its admin- 





istration, and complacent comparison with 
what we took to be the legal systems of 
other peoples. To-day each volume of such 
proceedings is filled with critical comments 
upon every side of the law and of its ad- 
ministration, and the more conservative are 
content with a tone of apology or with 
deprecating extravagant criticism. 

It is evident, then, that the rapid change 
from almost extravagant eulogy of our 
legal system to unsparing criticism has 
many parallels. It should be evident, also, 
that the cause is the same in each case, 
namely, a period of transition. Many fea- 
tures of the transition stage of our legal 
system, upon which we have entered, would 
be of interest if one might be sure that he 
could interpret aright what is passing be- 
fore his eyes. But I shall ask your atten- 
tion only to what I conceive to be the most 
significant one, that is, a change in our 
attitude toward the fundamental question, 
what is justice? Courts and law exist to 
administer justice. Hence we are changing 
our attitude toward the questions, for what 
do courts and law exist, and what is it that 
we expect of them? A shifting at this point, 
and it is taking place palpably, cannot fail 
to affect any legal system profoundly. 

Professor Commons said recently, “Jus- 
tice is not merely fair play between indi- 
viduals, as our legal philosophy would have 
it—it is fair play between social classes.” I 
presume you would assent to the proposition 
that fair play among social classes belongs 
to the idea of justice. Is it true, then, that 
our juristic thought, our legal philosophy, 
holds otherwise? Unhappily, one must ad- 
mit that it does; or, at least that up to 
the present time it has, and that there are 
but the beginnings of a change. Many 
examples might be adduced. But one, the 
course of decision of our courts until the 
last few years upon the subject of liberty 
of contract, will suffice for our purpose. 
Two of our state courts in passing adverse- 
ly upon labor legislation because it infringed 
upon a theoretical freedom of contract have 
noted the frequency of such legislation in 
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recent times, but have said that it was not 
necessary to consider the reasons for it. An- 
other court has asked what right the legis- 
lature has to “assume that one class has 
need of protection against another.” An- 
other court has said gravely, that the rem- 
edy for the company store evil ‘is in the 
hands of the employee,” since he is not 
compelled to buy from the employer, for- 
getting that there may be a compulsion in 
fact, where there is none in law. Another 
says that “theoretically there is among our 
citizens no inferior class”—and, of course, 
no facts can avail against that theory. 
Legislation designed to give laborers some 
measure of practical independence which, 
if allowed to operate, would put them in a 
position of reasonable equality with their 
masters, has been said by state courts, be- 
cause it infringed upon a theoretical indi- 
vidual equality, to put them under guard- 
ianship, to create a class of statutory labor- 
ers, and to stamp them as imbeciles. Only 
the other day the highest court of New 
York told us that a workmen’s compensa- 
tion act “does nothing to conserve the 
health, safety or morals of the employees.” 
I do not know that this artificial type of rea- 
soning needs to be refuted outside of our 
courtrooms. The Supreme Court of the 
United States has completely abandoned it. 
Certainly when it is repeated to-day in our 
state courts, economists and sociologists are 
justified in the angry retorts with which 
they meet it. , 


Admitting that there is this divergence 
between legal thought as it had proceeded 
up to the present decade, and as it now pro- 
ceeds in many places, on the one hand, and 
economic and sociological thought on the 
other, one may well ask, what is the legal 
idea of justice? Why does it differ from 
the economic and sociological idea? How 
did it come to be what it is, and why does 1t 
so persistently remain such? 

Four stages may be perceived in the de- 
velopment of the juristic theory of justice. 
The primitive idea was simply to keep the 
peace. Justice juristically was a device to 





keep the peace. Whatever served to avert 
private vengeance and prevent private war 
was an instrument of justice. The law ex- 
isted as a body of rules by which contro- 
versies were adjusted peaceably. At first, 
therefore, it attempted nothing more than 
to furnish the injured party a_ substi- 
tute for revenge. Where modern law 
thinks of compensation for an injury, 
archaic law thought of compensation for 
the desire to be avenged. ‘Thus the 
original Roman law dealt with injury 
to the person under the head of in- 
sult; the earliest of the Anglo-Saxon laws 
provided two-fold payment where a bruise 
was not covered by the clothes and so sub- 
jected the injured party to chaffing and in- 
creased his desire for revenge; the Salic 
law gave double compensation to the Frank, 
accustomed to right his own wrongs, as 
compared with the Roman, trained for gen- 
erations to adjust his controversies in court. 

Greek philosophy and Roman law soon 
got beyond the crude conception of primi- 
tive law and gave us in its place an idea of 
justice as a device to preserve the social 
status quo ; to keep each man in his appoint- 
ed groove and thus prevent the friction with 
his fellows which the older conception of 
justice sought only to mitigate. Plato sets 
this out very clearly; “Shall we not find 
then,” he says (in the Republic), “that in 
such a city .. . a shoemaker is only a shoe- 
maker, and not a pilot along with shoe mak- 
ing, and that the husbandman is only a hus- 
bandman, and not a judge along with hus- 
bandry; and that the soldier is a soldier, 
and not a money-maker besides; and all 
others in the same way?... And it would 
appear that if a man, who through wisdom 
were able to become everything and to imi- 
tate everything should come into our city 
and should wish to show us his poems, we 
should honor him . . . but we should tell 
him that there is no such person with us in 
our city, nor is there any such allowed to 
be, and we should send him to some other 
city.” That is, in Plato’s ideal state, “every 
member of the community must be assigned 
to the class for which he proves himself 
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best fitted. Thus a perfect harmony and 
unity will characterize both the state and 
every person in it.” To Aristotle, rights, 
that is interests to be protected by law, ex- 
isted only between those who were free 
and equal. He conceived that justice de- 
manded a unanimity in which there would 
be no violation of mutual rights,—-in which, 
that is, each would keep within his appoint- 
ed sphere,—and that right and law took 
“account in the first instance of relations 
of inequality in which individuals are treat- 
ed in proportion to their worth and only 
secondarily of relations of equality.” The 
well-known exhortation of St. Paul in 
Ephesians V. 22, and following, and VI, 1 
to 5, in which he calls upon everyone to 
exert himself to do his duty in the class in 
which he finds himself placed, brings out 
this same idea. 


Roman legal genius gave practical effect 
to this idea of justice as a preservation of 
the social status quo by conceiving it to be 
the province of the state to define and pro- 
tect the interests and powers of action 
which in their aggregate make up the legal 
personality of the individual. The precepts 
of law as laid down in the Institutes of 
Justinian—to live honorably, not to injure 
another, to give to every man his due—ex- 
press the same idea. What the interests of 
another are which one is not to injure; what 
constitutes every man’s due which is to be 
given him, are questions left to the tradi- 
tional and authoritative social organization. 
In other words, we have here the Greek 
idea of the end of the legal system, the 
idea that it exists to maintain harmoniously 
the existing social order. 

In the Middle Ages, the primitive idea of 
a substitute for vengeance and its develop- 
ment into a ready mode of solution of dis- 
putes, giving no occasion for controversy in 
its application, were brought- back by the 
barbarian invaders of the Empire. But they 
gave way to the classical idea of preserva- 
tion of the social status quo which had be- 
hind it the unassailable authority of more 





than one text of Scripture and of the Ro- | 


man law, and it was not until the Reforma- 
tion that this idea began to be questioned. 
Then appeal to reason against authority led 
to a new conception in philosophy, in theol- 
ogy, in politics, and ultimately in legal the- 
Gry, as a result of which justice came to be 
regarded as a device to secure the maximum 
of individual self assertion. The beginnings 
of this are in philosophy, in an attempt to 
sustain authority by reason. In this sense 
Lord Acton was right in amending Dr. 
Johnson’s well-known saying to read, “not 
the devil but St. Thomas Aquinas was the 
first Whig.”” The Middle Ages added noth- 
ing to juristic theory. But. the way was 
preparing through philosophy for a new 
conception which developed in the seven- 
teenth century. At the Reformation Teu- 
tonic individualism, long kept back by Ro- 
man authority in religion and in law, broke 
over. But the jurists of the Reformation, 
the German Protestant jurist-theologians, 
did little for juristic theory. Their main 
purpose was to throw over the political au- 
thority of the church and to establish firm- 
ly the authority of the state. Hence their 
theories of the state tended to become abso- 
lute. For the divinely instituted church, 
they substituted the divinely instituted state. 


A new era begins with the great work of 
Grotius in 1625. Those who had gone be- 
fore and especially the Spanish jurist-theol- 
ogians of the preceding century, had sought 
to combine the new ideas of the political 
order with the ancient ideas of unity and 
of law not as state enactment, but as eternal 
verity. Accordingly in developing the con- 
ception of unity of the law as a universal 
and eternal body of principles, they thought 
of restraints upon states, of certain limi- 
tations upon their activities which they 
could not overpass, so that in international 
law there were limits of state activity in the 
relations of states with other states, in po- 
litical theory there were limits of state ac- 
tivity in the relations of state to subject, 
in juristic theory there were limits of indi- 
vidual activity in the relations of individuals 
with each other. Grotius and those who 
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followed him made reason the measure of 
all obligation. They conceived that the end 
for which law exists is to produce conform- 
ity to the nature of rational creatures. They 
had broken with authority as authority, but 
they accepted the Roman law as embodied 
reason and ventured little that did not have 
authority behind it. Hence they accepted 
the Roman maxim,—not to injure another 
and to give to everyone his own, that is 
respect for personality, and respect for ac- 
quired rights,—as conformity to the nature 
of rational creatures. . This raised certain 
obvious problems: What is injury to an- 
other, what is there in personality which 
makes aggression an injury, what is it that 
constitutes anything one’s own? Grotius 
and his successors tried to answer this by 
a theory of natural rights; not merely nat- 
ural law, as before, not merely principles of 
eternal validity, but certain qualities inher- 
ent in persons and demonstrated by reason 
which natural law. recognized, and to which 
therefore the national law ought to give ef- 
fect. This conception as it finally developed, 
is purely individualist. It seeks by means 
of law to prevent all interference with indi- 
vidual self-development and self-assertion 
so far as this may be done consistently with 
a like self-development and self-assertion 
on the part of others. It conceives that the 
function of the state and of the law is to 
make it possible for the individual to act 
freely. Hence it calls for a minimum of 
legal restraint, restricting the sphere of law 
to such checks as are necessary to secure 
“a harmonious co-existence of the individ- 
ual and of the whole.” This purely indi- 
vidualist theory of justice culminated in the 
eighteenth century in the Declaration of the 
Rights of Man and the Bills of Rights so 
characteristic of that period, The contests 
between the courts and Crown in England, 
which made the common law an effective 
political weapon in the hands of those who 
opposed the crown, the thorough-going 
Old Testament individualism of the Pur- 
itan in England and America, the rise and 
establishment of individualist economics in 
the period of commercial activity, and the 





training of the Anglo-American lawyer in 
the Grotian theories of natural rights set 
forth in the first book of Blackstone, com- 
bined to fasten the notion of justice as a 
device for securing the maximum of indi- 
vidual self-assertion upon nineteenth cen- 
tury legal thought. Continental Europe fell 
away from it first. The English were fall- 
ing away from it before the work of Ben- 
tham’s school was complete, and committed 
themselves to collectivist ideas in their leg- 
islation a generation ago. In the United 
States it persisted to the very end of the 
nineteenth century. Spencer’s formula of 
justice, “the liberty of each limited only by 
the like liberties of all,” represents the ideal 
which American law has had before it dur- 
ing its whole existence. In politics, in 
ethics, and in economics this conception has 
decayed, and has given way to a newer idea 
of justice. But it continues to rule in juris- 
prudence. For, although social justice, the 
last conception to develop, has taken hold 
of juristic thought in Europe, is making 
itself felt in legislation, has moved juries 
in groping for the new standard to render 
verdicts wholly at variance with the legal 
theories laid down for their guidance, thus 
producing a chronic condition of conflict be- 
tween the courts and juries in certain class- 
es of cases, and has even moved courts here 
and there in our case law to depart from 
the ancient landmarks, we must on the 
whole concede that the sociologists and 
economists are well warranted in contrast- 
ing the idea of justice in American legal 
philosophy with the idea entertained in all 
other related sciences. 

_ It has been said that our legal idea of 
justice is well stated in Spencer’s formula: 
“The liberty of each limited only by the like 
liberties of all.” Compare with this Ward’s 
formula of social justice: the satisfaction of 
everyone’s wants so far as they are not out- 
weighed by other’s wants. Certainly be- 
tween these two the law has a long road to 
travel. For if we compare our individualist 
legal conception of justice with the two that 
went before it on the one hand and with the 
conception of social justice upon the other 
hand, its closer affinity to the two former 
becomes apparent. In the first conception 
we see a limitation of the undue advantage 
of physical force by buying off vengeance, 
in which that advantage would count pow- 
erfully, In the second conception we see 
an equalizing of physical force by opposing 
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the force of the organized community to 
keep it in its appointed place in society. 
Along with this the Romans saw that su- 
perior cunning as well as superior bodily 
strength was to be dealt with. Hence, they 
conceived of force and fraud equally as 
wrongs to the human will, whereby it is 
coerced or circumvented. In the third con- 
ception, again, we see an equalizing of 
physical force, again by opposing to indi- 
vidual force the organized force of the com- 
munity; but this time for a different pur- 
pose—not to keep the individual where he 
is, but to let him go where he may; to set 
free the activities and the mental force of 
everyone to develop to the utmost, unham- 
pered by physical aggression. Thus physical 
force is made the servant, not the master 
of the community. It has been said often 
that the law, having put down force, must 
put down cunning. But the problem is 
much more than that. Even if superior 
physical force and superior cunning are re- 
strained, men do not run the race of life 
without handicap. The old problem was, 
some are physically stronger than their fel- 
lows and take advantage of that superiority 
to exploit and oppress them. The new 
problem is, some are stronger than the mass 


of their fellows in mentality, in energy of. 


character and in force of will, and they 
use this superiority to exploit and oppress. 
It has not proved enough to give to every- 
one a free road, relieved of physical inter- 
ference by the strong and protected against 
fraud and deception. The strong of mind 
none the less get the upper hand as did once 
the strong of body, and abuse their upper 
hand in much the same way. Hence we 
have to equalize mental force, by pitting the 
organized brains of the community against 
the aggressive individual brain. 


Our fathers named as inalienable rights, 
life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. 
They did not claim a right to happiness, 
put they claimed a right to pursue hap- 
piness and each to attain it if he might. 
To-day men are saying that the mass of 
mankind should have a right, not merely 
to pursue, but to realize the greatest pos- 
sible measure of happiness, despite the su- 
perior physique or superior mentality of a 
minority of their fellows. The organized 
brains as well as the organized muscles of 
the many are to equalize the superior brains 
as well as the superior muscles of the indi- 
vidual few. They do not admit that great 
mental force gives a better title to control 





the natural media on which life depends 
than does great physical force. The idea 
of justice as a mere unshackling of men’s 
energies, and giving the fullest room for 
development to each man’s individual pow- 
ers of achievement, so he does not indulge 
in physical aggression and plays the game 
without fraud, is no longer accepted as the 
conclusion of the whole matter. Men are 
asking whether superior minds are to be - 
masters of the community any more than 
superior physiques. How far this develop- 
ment has gone in social, in ethical, in eco- 
nomic theory, we need not inquire. It is 
enough that no part of it, as yet, has taken 
place in our legal thought, and whether we 
ever go so far as the conception I have 
suggested, it remains true that the individ- 
ualism of our legal thinking has become an’ 
anachronism. 


In the legal systems of antiquity and of 
the Middle Ages the law sought to secure 
persons in the advantages which nature or 
their station in the world had given them. 
In modern legal systems, that is in the legal 
systems of the world since the seventeenth 
century, the end of law more and more has 
been to enable men to use the advantages 
which nature or their station in the world 
had given them as freely as possible con- 
sistently with a like free exercise of their 
faculties and use of their advantages by 
others. At the end of the nineteenth cen- 
tury and in the first decade of the twentieth 
century a strong movement began in legis- 
lation which is continually gaining ground 
in quite another direction. In this new type 
of legislation the emphasis is on social rath- 
er than on individual interests. The watch- 
word is not freedom of will, freedom of in- 
dividual activity, but satisfaction of human 
wants. Writers upon ethics tell us “the old 
justice in the economic field consisted chiefly 
in securing to each individual his rights in 
property or contracts. The new justice 
must consider how it can secure for each 
individual a standard of living and such a 
share in the fruits of civilization as shall 
make possible a full moral life.” A great 
American philosopher, unhappily recently 
deceased, tells us that the guiding principle 
for ethical philosophy “since all demands 
conjointly cannot be satisfied in this poor 
world,” must be “simply to satisfy at all 
times as many demands as we can.” A 
leader among American students of politics 
tells us that ‘‘justice to the individual .. . 
must ... consist in the rendering to him 
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so far as possible all those services, and 
surrounding him with all those conditions 
which he requires for his higher self, for 
the satisfaction of those desires which his 
truest judgment tells him are good.” In 
the spirit of these ideas of recent ethics, 
recent philosophy, and recent political 
thought, six noteworthy changes in the law 
are proceeding, for the most part, be it 
noted, through legislation. 


First among these we may note limita- 
tions on the use of property, attempts to 
prevent the anti-social exercise of rights. 
At this point judicial decision has been an 
agency of progress in America. I need 
only refer to the gradual but steady change 
of front in our case law with respect to the 
so-called spite fence, and to the establish- 
ment in American case law of doctrines 
with respect to percolating water and to 
surface water, in which a principle of rea- 
sonable use has superseded the old and 
narrow idea that the owner of the surface 
could do as he pleased. The new German 
code has adopted completely the idea of 
preventing anti-social exercise of rights. 
Its framers intended that property should 
be used only to satisfy the reasonable wants 
of the owner. 

Second, we may note limitations upon 
freedom of contract, such as requirement 
of payment of wages in cash, regulations of 
hours and conditions of labor, and limita- 
tions upon the power of employers to re- 
strain membership in unions. ‘These have 
been matters of legislation, but our courts 
have taken the law of insurance practically 
out of the category of contract, have taken 
the law of surety companies practically out 
of the law of suretyship, and have estab- 
lished that the duties of public’ service com- 
panies are not contractual, flowing from 
agreement, but are quasi-contractual, flow- 
ing from the calling in which the public 
servant is engaged. Not merely in labor 
legislation, but in judicial decision with re- 
spect to public callings, the whole course 
of modern law is belying the famous nine- 
teenth century generalization that the 
growth of law is a progress from status to 
contract. 

Third, we may note limitations on the 
jus disponendi. These are chiefly legisla- 
tive. Examples are the requirement in 
many states that the wife join in a convey- 
ance of the family home; the statutes in 
some jurisdictions requiring the wife to 
join in a mortgage of household goods; the 





statute of Massachusetts requiring the wife 
to join in an assignment of the husband’s 
wages. 

Fourth, reference may be made to limita- 
tions upon the power of the creditor or in- 
jured party to secure satisfaction. The 
Roman law in its classical period had de- 
veloped something of this sort in what was 
called the beneficium competentiae, In the 
case of certain debtors as against certain 
creditors, the Roman law gave the benefit 
or the privilege of not answering for the 
entire amount, but for so much only as the 
debtor could pay for the time being. Nat- 
urally this beneficiwm competentiae was re- 
jected in the modern civil law as being out 
of accord with the individualism of the 
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. The 
new German code, however, has a number 
of provisions restricting the power of the 
creditor to secure satisfaction, such as, for 
example, the provision that the statutory 
liability of an insane tort feasor shall not 
go so far as to deprive him of means of 
support. In the United States, the home- 
stead exemption statutes which prevail in 
so many states, and the personalty exempt- 
tions, which in some states go so far as to 
exempt five hundred dollars to the head of 
the family, and usually make liberal exemp- 
tions of tools to the artisan, library to the 
professional man, animals and implements 
to the farmer, and wages to the head of a 
family will serve as illustrations. There is 
a notable tendency in recent legislation and 
in recent discussion to insist, not that the 
debtor keep faith in all cases, even if it ruin 
him and his family, but that the creditor 
must take a risk also—either along with, or 
even in some cases instead of, the debtor. 

Fifth, there is a tendency to revive the 
primitive idea of liability without fault, not 
only in the form of wide responsibility for 
agencies employed, but in placing upon an 
enterprise the burden of repairing injuries 
without fault of him who conducts it which 
are incident to the undertaking. What Pro- 
fessor Ames, from the standpoint of the 
historical jurist reviewing the gradual de- 
velopment of legal doctrines based upon 
free action of the human will, called “the 
unmoral standard of acting at one’s peril” 
is coming back into the law in the form of 
employers’ liability and workmen’s compen- 
sation. There is a strong and growing ten- 
dency, where there is no blame on either 
side, to ask in view of the exigencies of so- 
cial justice, who can best bear the loss. 

Finally, recent legislation, and to some 
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extent, judicial decision, has begun to 
change the old attitude of the law with re- 
spect to dependent members of the house- 
hold. Courts no longer make the natural 
rights of parents with respect to children 
the chief basis of their decisions. . The in- 
dividual interest of parents which used to 
be the one thing regarded has come to be 
almost the last thing regarded as compared 
with the interest of the child and the inter- 
est of society. In other words, here also 
social interests are now chiefly regarded. 


t 
It is a grave reproach to American legal 


science that the social-philosophical and 
sociological jurisprudence, which have done 
so much and are doing so much upon the 
Continent, are all but unknown to us. Our 
historical jurists have done great things, 
but their achievements have not been in the 
direction of making our law a living force 
for justice here and now.. On the other 
hand, our courts are less to be blamed. Two 
difficulties always confront courts in a 
period of transition. One is that in such 
a period there is no general agreement up- 
on fundamentals. The law has sought to 
harmonize the activities of each and the 
activities of all in a crowded world and to 
adjust the relations of every man with his 
fellows so as to accord with the moral sense 
of the community. When the community 
is at one in its ideas of justice, this is pos- 
sible. When the community is divided and 
diversified, and groups and classes and in- 
terests, understanding each other none too 
well, have conflicting ideas of justice, the 
task is extremely difficult. It is impossible 
that legal and ethical ideas should be in en- 
tire accord in such a society. The indi- 
vidual looks at cases one by one and meas- 
ures them by his individual sense of right 
and wrong. The court must look at cases 
in gross and must measure them largely by 
an artificial standard. The judge must ap- 
ply the ethics of the community, not his 
own; and, in any period of transition, this 
must mean the ethics of the community 
when last it was substantially at one. For 
a second difficulty is to be found in the in- 
evitable difference in rate of progress be- 
tween law and public opinion. In order to 
preclude corruption, to exclude the per- 
sonal prejudices of magistrates, and to 
minimize individual incompetency, law 
formulates the moral sentiments of the com- 
munity in rules to which the judgments of 
tribunals must conform. These rules, be- 
ing formulations of public opinion, cannot 





exist in any settled form until public opin- 
ion has become fixed and settled, and can- 
not change in any far-reaching particular 
until a change of public opinion has become 
complete. It follows that this difficulty in 
the judicial administration of justice is one 
that may be minimized but not obviated. 
In a rude age, the Germanic moots, in 
which every free man took a hand, might 
be possible. But these tribunals broke 
down under pressyre of business and be- 
came ordinary courts with permanent 
judges. The Athenians conceived that the 
people themselves should decide each case. 
But the Athenian dikastery, in which con- 
troversies were submitted to blocks of sev- 
eral hundred citizens by way of reaching 
the will of the democracy, proved to regis- 
ter its,caprice for the moment rather than 
its permanent will. Modern experience 
with juries, especially in commercial causes, . 
does not warrant us in hoping much from 
any form of judicial referendum. Public 
opinion must affect the administration of 
justice through the rules by which justice 
is administered rather than through the 
direct administration. All interference 
with the uniform and automatic applica- 
tion of these rules, when actual contro- 
versies arise, introduces an anti-legal ele- 
ment which becomes intolerable. But, as 
public opinion affects tribunals through the 
rules by which they decide, and these rules 
once made, stand till abrogated or altered, 
any system of law will be made up more 
or less of successive strata of rules and 
doctrines representing successive and often 
widely divergent periods of public opinion. 
In this sense law is often in very truth a 
government of the living by the dead. The 
unconscious changes of judicial law-mak- 
ing and the direct alterations of legisla- 
tion and codification, operate to make this 
government by the dead reasonably toler- 
able. But here we must pay a price for 
certainty and uniformity in the admin- 
istration of justice. The law does not re- 
spond quickly to new modes of thought. 
It does not change until ill effects are felt; 
often not until they are felt acutely. The 
moral or intellectual or économic change 
must come first. ‘While it is coming and 
until it is so complete as to affect the law 
and formulate itself therein, friction must 
ensue. In an age of rapid moral, intellec- 
tual and economic changes, often crossing 
one another and producing numerous 
minor resultants, this friction cannot fail 
to ke in excess. Again, the unity of the le- 
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gal system is a serious obstacle to rapid 
change. In a developed legal system, every 
rule is so related to and articulated with 
every other that any local disturbance in 
the system has many wholly collateral re- 
sults, often entirely unexpected. This can- 
not be avoided, for without this articula- 
tion and interdependence of rules, any 
knowledge of the system sufficient to in- 
sure proper administration is impossible. 
But because of these collateral effects of 
even minor changes, effects which law- 
givers are seldom able to predict, experience 
has taught the lawyer to be cautious with 
respect to direct reform of the law. 


The courts, then, may not in reason be 
asked to lead in the present transition. They 
must go with the main body, not with the 
advance guard, and with the main body 
only when it has attained reasonably fixed 
and settled conceptions. It is no ill sign 
that economists and sociologists are ahead 
of the law, provided the law knows it. Let 
us remember that it is not so long ago that 
economists succeeded in converting all of 
us thoroughly to individualism and in con- 
firming our common-law lawyers in the in- 
dividualism they had found in the classical 
books of our law. They must not expect 
the courts to turn about in a moment. When 
we reflect how fundamental is the shifting 
from the old legal justice to the new social 
justice, how uncertain the new lines are on 
the one hand and on the other how com- 
pletely the change goes to the root of every- 
thing the courts do, we must recognize how 
futile it is to expect the courts to adjust 
our whole legal system to it over night. In 
the hands even of zealous and friendly 
courts—and most judges have yet to learn 
of any theory of justice other than that 
they read as students—the adjustment must 
be tedious and painful. 

We should not, then, hold the judges or 
the courts primarily responsible for the 
want of sympathy with social legislation 
which has been so much in evidence in the 
immediate past. It is rather our legal think- 
ing and legal teaching which are to be 
blamed. One might almost say that instead 
of recall of judges, recall of law teachers 
would be a useful institution; for Maitland 
has reminded us that “taught law is tough 
law.” Seriously, instead of recall of ju- 
dicial decisions, what we need is recall of 
much of the juristic and judicial thinking 
of the last century, 

On the whole, our courts have the best 








constructive record of any of our institu- 
tions. When our judicial systems were set 
up after the Revolution, the system of 
equity had not yet crystallized in England, 
and the absorption of the law merchant into 
the common law was still incomplete. Our 
courts had to develop equity and take over 
the law merchant parallel with the English 
courts; they had to test the common law at 
every point with respect to its applicability 
in America; they had to develop an Amer- 
ican common law, a body of case law suit- 
able to: America, out of the old English 
cases and the old English statutes. All this 
they did and did thoroughly in about three- 
quarters of a century. No other jidicial 
achievement may be found to compare with 
this. The Roman law, already modern in 
antiquity, was made over into the common 
law of Continental Europe from the twelfth 
to the eighteenth centuries. In Germany, 
the period of the usus modernus, the period 
of working over of the civil law that cul- 
minated in the Code, was nearly two hun- 
dred years. Even if we count only from 
the beginning of the historical school, it was 
over a century. Here, too, the basis of 
development was essentially a modern sys- 
tem. [I repeat, therefore, our century of 
building upon the English case law of the 
seventeenth century and the English stat- 
utes prior to the seventeenth century stands 
out among the achievements of legal his- 
tory. Despite all criticism of our courts— 
much of it, too, well taken—despite all 
criticism of our legal system—almost all of 
it in one aspect or another well taken—the 
friend of our common law who has read his 
legal history attentively need in no wise de- 
spair. No legal system has shown more 
persistence or more vitality. It came in 
conflict with the church in the twelfth cen- 
tury. It encountered the Roman law, new- 
ly received elsewhere throughout Europe, 
in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. It 
did battle with the English crown in the 
seventeenth century and imposed upon the 
king its doctrine of the supremacy of law 
when the rest of Europe had swung to ab- 
solutism. It resisted the unreason of an 
exasperated people, impatient of law, and 
suspicious of all things English, in America 
after the Revolution, and in the end im- 
posed its doctrine of the supremacy of law 
upon the legislatures of all our sovereign 
states. We may be confident, therefore, 
that in the due course of orderly develop- 
ment our case law will adjust itself to the 
newer idea of justice; not as quickly, in- 
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deed, as those who are leading our thought 
along new lines could wish, but. possibly 
quite as fast as there comes to be a settled 
theory of social justice accepted and under- 
stood by the community at large. And yet 
it behooves those of us who believe in the 
common law to be vigilant. For in its con- 
test with the church, with the Roman law 
and with the Crown, and on the whole, in 
its contest with popular misconception after 
the Revolution—in each crisis heretofore, 
our traditional legal system was on the 
popular side. To-day the situation to some 
extent is otherwise. 
Roscor Pounp. 
Cambridge, Mass. 








INSURANCE—RATIFICATION AFTER LOSS. 


—_— 


MARQUSEE v. HARTFORD FIRE INS. CO. 


Circuit Court of Appeals, Second Circuit, July 
10, 1912. 








198 Fed. 475. 





A contract of insurance, made by one’ assum- 
ing without authority to act as agent for the 
owner of the property insured, may be ratified 
by such owner at any time before the insurer 
has withdrawn, even after the property has 
been destroyed by fire and he has knowledge of 
such fact, 





WARD, Circuit Judge: March 16, 1909, one 
McIntosh telephoned from his country place to 
Wilson, the agent of the Hartford Fire Insur- 
ance Company (the defendant) at Quincy, Fla., 
asking him to cover the stock of tobacco be- 
longing to Kline Bros. & Co. (plaintiff's as- 
signor) at that place with insurance against 
fire for one year from March 16, 1909, for the 
sum of $3,500. On the same day Wilson wrote 
the policy in suit for the defendant and took 
it to the warehouse of Kline Bros. & Co. with 
the intention of delivering it to McIntosh, and, 
not finding him, left the policy there for him. 
March 19th the property was totally destroy- 
ed by fire. Within a week thereafter McIn- 
tosh tendered to the aefendant’s agent the 
premium, which the latter refused to take; 
but the defendant did not deny liability until 
April 30, 1909, when it wrote: 

“Messrs. Kline Bros. & Company, Quincy, 
Fla.—Gentlemen: This is to notify you that 
the paper which you hold, purporting to be a 
policy of insurance against loss by fire, dated 
March 16, 1909, No. 985, we have just learned 
after diligent inquiry is not and never was a 
contract of this company. In the event that 





it shall appear we are mistaken either as to 
the fact or the law upon which this conclusion 
is based, we further notify you that this com- 
pany hereby specifically denies liability under 
such policy. 

“Yours very truly, 

“Hartford Fire Ins. Co. 
“Egleston & Prescott, General Agents.” 

The statement that the policy delivered “is 
not and never was a contract of this company” 
is founded upon the proposition that McIntosh 
had no authority to represent Kline Bros. & 
Co. when he ordered the insurance. A great 
deal of evidence on this subject pro and con 
was offered at the trial. MclIutosh was a stock- 
holder, had been president, and was at the 
time he ordered the insurance in possession 
of the warehouse and claiming to act as presi- 
dent. The circumstance that the premium had 
not been paid is immaterial, because the de- 
livery of the policy before receiving it amount- 
ed to a giving of credit. Stewart v. Insurance 
Co., 155 N. Y. 269, 49 N. E. 876, 42 L. R. A. 147. 

The trial. judge directed a verdict for the de- 
fendant, apparently upon two grounds, which 
he had passed upon in a previous action aris- 
ing out of the same fire (Kline Bros. & Co. v. 
Royal Ins. Co. [C. C.] 192 Fed. 378) viz.: 
First, that McIntosh had no authority to make 
the contract for Kline Bros. & Co.; and, sec- 
ond, that they could not ratify it after the fire 
had occurred. 

(1) No one disputes the general principle 
that one may ratify an unauthorized contract 
made on his behalf and that the effect is the 
same as if he had himself originally made the 
contract. It is expressed in the Latin maxim: 
“Omnis ratihabitio retrotrahitur et mandato 
equiparatur.” The very idea of ratification 
implies that one party has an option to ratify 
or not, and that he has this advantage over 
the other party, to-wit: That he may hold the 
other party whether the other party wish it or 
not, whereas the other party cannot hold him 
if he is not willing to be held. The English 
cases go so far as to hold that one may ratify 
even after the other party has withdrawn from 
the contract. Boulton Partners v. Lambert, 
41 Chan. Div. 295; In re Tiedeman, 1889, 2 Q. 
B. D. 66; In re Portugese Consolidated Cop- 
per Mines, Ltd., 1890, 62 L. T. R., 88. 

It is not surprising that the trial judge re- 
fused to follow these cases, and it is not neces- 
sary for us to go so far in holding that the 
judgment below is erroneous. Before ratifica- 
tion an unauthorized contract is not binding, 
because it is not mutual. The party discover- 
ing the lack of authority may therefore with- 
draw. When he has done so there is nothing 
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to ratify. What shocks us at first blush is 
that one may ratify an unauthorized contract 
after he knows that it is to his own advantage 
to do so, and so bind the other party to his 
apparent disadvantage. Further reflection, 
however, causes this apparent unfairness to 
disappear. The other party, having agreed to 
be bound by this contract and not having 
withdrawn from it, has no ground to complain 
if compelled to perform; the original lack of 
authority having been cured. 

The latest English case cited fully sustain- 
ed the view of the court below. Grover v. 
Mathews, (1910) 2 K. B. 401. In it the plain- 
tiffs had a policy of the defendant on their 
factory for £1,000 for 12 months from March 
26, 1908. It had been effected through their 
broker, Brows, by another broker, Dott, repre- 
senting the defendant. March 4, 1909, Brows 
wrote to Dott asking that the policy be renew- 
ed. March 5, Dott sent a binder renewing it. 
March 27 the factory was destroyed by fire, 
and on that date two directors of the plaintiff 
company sent the premium to Dott, who de- 
clined to accept it. The question was wheth- 
er, assuming that a valid contract for fire in- 
surance had been made through Brows with 
the defendant by Dott on behalf of the plain- 
tiff, but without their authority, the plaintiffs 
could ratify it after the loss occurred. Hamil- 
ton, J., held that they could not. We cannot 
approve this conclusion. 

Cases arising out of policies taken out by 
carriers or bailees and maritime policies for 
the benefit of whom it may concern throw no 
light on the question under consideration, be 
cause in them the insurer must be held to 
have insured any person whose interest the in- 
sured intended to cover. 

(2) We agree with the court below that 
the plaintiff failed to prove that McIntosh was 
authorized to contract for Kline Bros. & Co. If 
they had been sued for the premium on the 
policy, they could have successfully defended, 
unless the company proved ratification. But 
as in this case their assignee is claiming on 
the policy, proof of ratification lay upon him. 
It is true that the record does not show ex- 
pressly whether Kline Bros. & Co. ratified the 
contract before April 30, when the defendant 
withdrew from it, although it may be inferred 
from the defendant’s letter of that date, the 
pleadings, the conduct of the parties, and the 
course of the trial that they had made claim 
on the policy before it. However, as the case 
was decided, so far as this question is con- 
cerned, on the*ground that they could not rati- 
fy after the fire, we think there ought to be a 
new trial, at which the plaintiff will have an 





opportunity of showing, if he can, that they 
did ratify the contract before the defendant 
withdrew from it. 

The judgment is reversed. 

Lacombe, C. J., dissents. 


Note.—Proposed Insurance Accepted After 
Loss—The opinion in the instant case seems to 
us so lacking in every essential of mutuality in 
contract that we have thought it must be unique. 
If one pretending to represent another may get 
insurance on property on credit without making 
its owner liable for the premium unless he ratifies 
it erher before or after loss, ratification after 
loss being. as effective as before, insurance com- 
panies had better go out of business. We have 
found a number of cases, which follow, which 
show there may be ratification after loss, but in 
every such case this ratification was not to make 
the insurance then effective and there was no re- 
lation back in any way. The insurance company 
had no interest whatever in the question, but the 
ratification merely concerned the liability vel non 
of an agent or trustee to his principal or cestus 
que trust, This presupposes the validity of the 
insurance contract. 

In Ferguson v. Pekin Plow Co., 141 Mo. 161, 
42 S. W. 711, it was said of insurance effected 
by a commission merchant, that: “It was urged 
in the oral argument and in the briefs that the 
respondents knew nothing of the taking out of 
the policies before the fire occurred. This is 
true. * * * But it is wholly immaterial that they 
did not. It is an old and familiar doctrine that 
when one acting as agent, although without pre- 
vious authority, makes a contract for the benefit 
of another, the latter may at any time afterward, 
while the contract is in force, adopt and ratify 
the act and thus entitle himself to all its benefits 
as fully as if he had given express authority to 
make the contract. A contract of insurance is 
no exception to this general rule. And it has 
been ruled that one for whose benefit insurance 
has thus been written may ratify it within a rea- 
sonable time after the loss occurs as well as be- 
fore.” There are cited the following cases: Wat- 
kins v. Durand, 1 Porter (Ala.) 251; Stillwell v. 
Staples, 19 N. Y. 401; Miltenberger v. Beacom, 
9 Pa. St. 198; Beidelman v. Powell, 10 Mo. App. 
280; Railroad v. Glyn, 1 El. & El. 652; Waring v. 
Ins. Co., 45 N. Y. 606. 

There can be little doubt that this excerpt is, 
so far as general expression goes, as direct sup- 
port for the instant case as might be hoped for, 
but even in that way it is a statment which begs 
the question as much as any statement could. 
Thus it says a contract may “while the contract 
is in force,” be ratified. If it is in force, it 
needs no ratification. If it is not in force as a 
contract, then it is nothing more than an offer, 
and no offer is open for acceptance after the 
subject-matter of the offer ceases to exist. The 
excerpt in its breadth seems to state a principle 
so opposed to mutuality that we have consulted 
the cases cited to learn whether they do or not 
support it. In Watkins vy. Durand, supra, it was 
held that where A effects an insurance on goods 
and in the policy describes them as “owned by 
himself, held in trust or on commission,” and on 
their destruction receives the amount for which 
they were insured, he will be held to be the 
agent or trustee of B, whose goods were part 
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of those described in the policy, and B can re- 
cover his proportionate ratio of the amount so 
received. It was, therefore, held that so far as 
the agent of the owner of the property was con- 
cerned, such agent having effected an insurance 
valid ab initio, the principal of that agent could 
make him account for the proceeds of that in- 
surance. If he could not, this would be to re- 
ward an agent for acting without authority. In 
the instant case the question was whether a con- 
tract not valid ab initio could be validated after 
loss. 

In Stillwell v. Staples, supra, there was a 
similar policy to that in Watkins v. Durand, that 
is to say, on “goods in trust or on commission.” 
The court first held this was a valid policy ab 
initio, and then passed upon the liability of the 
party insured to the owner of goods held by him 
in trust. It was held, citing Watkins v. Durand, 
that the insured could be made to respond to 
the owner. It was said the insured “has no just 
claim to such money. It supplies the place of 
the goods consumed and in equity belongs to the 
owner of the goods.” The right of ratification 
was founded on this principle, arising out of the 
benefits of a policy declared 10 be valid ab initio, 
and this validity the court found it necessary first 
to declare as a condition precedent to the owner 
of the goods having any right to recover. There- 
fore, this case furnishes no support to the in- 
stant case. 

Waring v. Ins. Co., supra, also concerned a 
commission merchant’s insurance and there is no 
question discussed about validating a policy by 
subsequent ratification. And Beidelman vy. Pow- 
ell, supra, was of insurance by a bailee and the 
question discussed was of his liability to bailor. 
And so was the insurance and the question in 
Miltenberger v. Beacom, supra. Indeed, it may 
be said that in Ferguson v. Pekin Plow Co., 
supra, a commission merchant’s insurance, 
the inaccurate and sweeping language we have 
quoted was intended to be confined to the facts, 
and it has been useful to refer to cases it cites 
to show that they impliedly condemn any such 
principle as was held in the instant case. 

In Annan v. Hill Union Brewery Co., 59 N. J. 
Eq. 414, 46 Atl. 563, there was a question wheth- 
er insurance taken out in a mutual company made 
the insured a member subject to assessment for 
losses, where ratification was alleged. It was 
said not to have been proven that the principal 
officer of the company knew that the property 
had been insured in such a company, and the bur- 
den of proof had not been met. Here the ques- 
tion was the reverse of that in the instant case, 
but it does appear that knowledge with non- 
repudiation would have been deemed equivalent 
to ratification binding on the insured, but mere 
existence of the policy amounted to nothing 
where there was no knowledge of its existence. 

In Joyce on Insurance, § 642, it is said: “A 
party may insure for another as principal, even 
without the latter’s prior authority or consent. 
In such case, the intended principal may, even 
after loss, adopt or ratify the act, and such 
ratification is equivalent to a prior authority.” 

A very large number of cases are cited as 
authority, among which are Miltenberger v. 
Beacom, 9 Pa. St. 189; Watkins v. Durand, 1 Port 
(Ala.) 251, and Waring v. Ins. Co., 45 N. Y. 
606, 6 Am. Rep. 146, which, as already seen, were: 





where the insurance was valid against the insurer 
ab initio, and the question related to responsibility 
of the agent of the owner to the latter. There 
Lorring v. Proctor, 26 Me. 18, one of the others, 
it was supposed there was liability for the pre- 
mium, in other words, there was a valid contract 
against the company, because there immediately 
arose a liability to pay the premium. 

Owings v. Hull, 9 Pet. 607, considered wheth- 
er ratification was or not binding on the prin- 
cipal.. He was denying he had ratified. The 
case did not concern insurance at all. In Shaw 
v. Aetna Ins. Co., 49 Mo. 578, 8 Am. Rep. 150, 
the insurance was by a commission merchant, 
and the company claimed it was void ab initio. 
This claim was overruled. It was said the insur- 
ance inured from the start to the benefit of con- 
signors. There was no question here of liability 
vel non for premium or ‘even of ratification, but 
on the contrary, the commission merchant had 
been previously instructed to insure for con- 
signor’s benefit. 

Thus we see the class of cases this author cites 
to such a proposition as he formulates. 

We have searched in vain for any case that 
shows that a policy of insurance taken out by an 
agent without authority is anything more than 
an offer to insure before the insured becomes 
obligated to pay the premium, if it has not been 
paid. And we think that no offer to enter into 
any contract, whether to insure property or to 
do anything else, survives a material change in 
the situation, and especially it would never sur- 
vive the existence of the subject-matter to which 
the offer refers. Let us suppose an insurance 
company proposed, in terms, as by its delivered 
policy, to insure another’s property against fire 
and left the matter to stand open for acceptance 
for a definite time, would any court give the 
offeree the right to bind the offerer by an ac- 
ceptance, if intermediately the property is burned? 
The offer is to insure property against loss, and, 
therefore, the insurance cannot be contemplated 
to begin after the property has been lost. It is 
a curious rule that makes an insurer liable. for a 
loss when no consideration has passed for him to 
become thus liable. 

The dissent by Judge Lacombe thought there 
was no “consideration from the outset” for the 
property being carried, if nobody was bound for 
the premium, and there really was no con- 
tract to ratify. Therefore it was a mere offer. 
Of course, if it were shown that the insured were 
knowingly accepting the benefit of insurance and 
thereby made himself liable for premium, the 
policy would be valid and discussion of ratifica- 
tion would all be beside the mark. But the in- 
stant case proceeds on the supposition that there 
was no prior liability to pay premium. We think 
this decision sui generis, but, being by one of the 
prominent courts of the country, it should be 
challenged. C. 








HUMOR OF THE LAW. 





The judge asked the colored individual who 
was up for the usual chicken-roost offense, if 
he wanted counsel to plead his case. 

He said, “No-o.” 

“Well, what do you propose to do?” 

“Well, Jedge,—so fah as A’m concerned you 
can let the mattah drop.” 
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1. Bankruptey—Indorser.—Notice of nonpay- 
ment of notes held not necessary to bind the 
estate in bankruptcy of an indorser under Ne- 
gotiable Instruments Act (N. Y.) §§ 172, 185, 
186, where the estates of the maker and indor- 
ser were both represented by the same trus- 
tees.—In re T. A. McIntyre & Co, U. S D. C, 
198 Fed. 579. 

2. Mortgages.—That a chattel mortgagee 
of a bankrupt withheld his mortgage from rec- 
ord does not affect his right to share ratably 
with other creditors, when he abandons the se- 
curity and proves as an unsecured creditor.— 
In re Abell, C. C. A., 198 Fed. 484. 

3. Negotiable Note.—On the sale of a ne- 
gotiable note by a trustee in bankruptcy after 
its indorsement by the payee, it is not necessary, 
in order to pass title, for the trustee to indorse 
the note; mere delivery being sufficient.—Wade 
v. Elliott, Ga., 75 S. E. 989. 


4. Preference.—Where a conveyance by an 
insolvent to a creditor, within four months 
prior to his bankruptcy, was such as to give a 
preference, it will be conclusively presumed 
that it was so intended; and the conveyance is 
voidable if the creditor knew or had reason 
to believe such fact.—Hume v. Brown Shoe Co., 
Okla., 126 Pac. 823. 

5.——Provable Debt.—Persons who extended 
credit to a corporation in violation of the ex- 
press provisions of the statute under which ‘t 
was organized that it should neither give nor 
receive credit have no claims ‘which could be 
proved in bankruptcy against it, and cannot 
maintain a petition to have it adjudged an in- 
voluntary bankrupt.—In re Wyoming Valley 
Co-op. Ass’n., U. S. D. C., 198 Fed. 436. 

6. “Public Sale.’—There is a “public sale” 
in bankruptcy where all persons are permitted 
to bid, where bids are not held open, except 
with the bidder’s consent, and where notice in- 

















viting bids is publicly given.—In re Nevada- 
Utah Mines & Smelters Corporation, U. S. D. C., 
198 Fed. 497. 


7. Bills and Notes—Checks.—The payment of . 


a check may be stopped or countermanded at 
any time before it is actually presented and 
paid; but the drawer assumes the consequences 
of his act in doing so.—Brown v. Cow Creek 
Sheep Co., Wyo., 126 Pac. 886. 

8. Failure of Consideration.—Where a note 
was given to induce change in the course of an 
electric railroad, in reliance upon an indepen- 
dent agreement of indemnity and reimbursement 
in case the electric company should fail to con- 
struct a line within one year, plaintiffs became 
bona fide purchasers of the note, though they 
knew of the contract of indemnity, where no 
breach thereof had occurred when they acquir- 
ed the note.—Whitehead v. Purdy, Mich., 137 N. 
W. 684. 

9. Indorsement.—An indorsement of a note 
is not merely a transfer thereof, but a new 
substantial contract embodying all of the terms 
of the instrument indorsed.—First Nat. Bank of 
Midland v. Powell, Tex., 149 S. W. 1096. 

10. Brokers—Commissions.—Where property 
has been listed for sale with different agents, 
the one who induces ihe parties to contract is 
entitled to a commission, though another may 
have first brought them together.—Nation v. 
Harness, Okla., 126 Pac. 799. 

11. Compensation.—To entitle a broker to 
compensation for procuring a loan, he must 
show that he completed the undertaking ac- 
cording to the terms of his agreement, or that 
its completion twas prevented, without his fault, 
by his principal—wWest v. Hudson, Mich., 137 N. 
W. 668. 

12. Double Agency.—Where a broker, em- 
ployed to effect a sale, accepts employment from 
the parties to whom the sale is made to act for 
them in the same matter, he cannot recover 
compensation from the seller.—Siler v. Perkins, 
Tenn., 149 S. W. 1060. 

13. Carriers of Passengers—Excursion Train. 
—Where a carrier operates an excursion train, 
it is bound to provide a police force adequate 
to protect passengers from disturbance, which 
due precaution requires it should have antici- 
pated.—Spires v. Atlantic Coast Line R. Co., S. 
C., 75 &. E. 960. 

14. Relation of Passenger.—A passenger 
on a street car, who has not reached his des- 
tination, and who must change from one car 
to another, and is permitted to remain in the 
first car while waiting the arrival of the con- 
necting car, is still a passenger.—vValdosta St. 
Ry. Co. v. Fenn, Ga., 75 S. E. 984. 

15. Rates.—Street railway company accept- 
ing ordinance held not authorized to abolish the 
rates of fare agreed upon in consideration of 
the grant of the ordinance.—City of Reading v. 
United Traction Co., Pa., 84 Atl. 666. 

- 16. Sleeping Car.—Where car passenger 
holding a sleeping car ticket for passage be- 
tween two points within the state was robbed 
of a diamond stud while boarding the car, a 
duty rested upon the sleeping car company to 
use the means at its command to have prevent- 
ed the theft only in so far as it could reason- 
ably have anticipated the presence of the pick- 
pockets when and where the passenger was rob- 
bed.— Myers v. Pullman Co., Ky., 149 S. W. 1002. 
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17. Charities—Validity—Gift in trust “to 
any institution for the benefit of the poor and 
suffering my executors may in their payment 
selected as poor and in need” held valid as a 
gift for a charitable use within Personal Prop- 
erty Law, § 12.—In re Davis’ Will, 137 N. Y. 
Supp. 427. 

18. Contracts—Accepting Benefits.—Where 
services are authorized by one party and per- 
formed by another, and the work or benefits 
have been accepted by the authorizing party, a 
contract exists, entitling the person performing 
the work to payment’ therefor.—McCain v. 
Smith, Mich., 137 N. W. 616. 

19.——Consideration.—Desire to avoid litiga- 
tion held sufficient consideration to support a 
contract, though defendant might have been en- 
titled, under previous transactions, to the rights 
bargained for.—Ripy Bros. Distilling Co. v. Lil- 
lard, Ky., 149 S W. 1009. 

20. Construction.—Where a written con- 
tract is unambiguous, the*court should construe 
it and inform the jury as to its meaning; but, 
if ambiguous, the particular ambiguity should 
be selected and submitted to the jury under 
proper evidence and instructions.—Vulcan Iron 
Works Co. vy. Electric Magnetic Gold Mining 
Co., Ind., 99 N. E. 429. 

“21. Construction.—Any ambiguity in the 
language of a contract is to be construed against 











the party using the words.—Simon vy. Etgen, 
137 N. Y¥. Supp. 369. 
22.——Duress.—Duress will not ordinarily in- 


validate a contract entered into with full knowl- 
edge of all the facts and with ample time and 
opportunity for investigation, consideration, 
consultation, and refliection.—Clement y, Buck- 
ley Mere. Co., Mich., 137 N. W. 657. 

23. Estoppel.—aAn unauthorized contract of 
employment by the president of a corporation 
is binding on the company, after the directors 
accept service thereunder and fail within a rea- 
sonable time to disavow it.—De Forest v. North- 
west Townsite Co., Pa., 84 Atl. 674. 

24. Exclusive Rights—Where a _ contract 
gave defendant the exclusive right to sell cer- 
tain automobiles and supplies in a fixed locality, 
plaintiff did not violate it by selling to a resi- 
dent of that locality, but from its place of busi- 
ness, which was outside of the boundaries fixed 
by the contract.—Nickels v. Prewitt Auto Co., 
Tex., 149 S. W. 1094. 

25.  Corporations—Counsel Fees.—Where a 
minority stockholder of a corporat’on recovered 
a large sum from majority stockholders for the 
benefit of the corporation, the court was au- 
thorized to decree a portion of the sum to the 








minority stockholder’s attorneys.—Princeton 
Coal & Mining Co. v. Gilchrist, Ind. 99 N. E. 
426. 

26. Law of Domicile-—Where a foreign cor- 





poration sues in a Maryland court on a stock 
subscription contract calling for the issuance 
of stock in violation of the law of its domicile, 
the :llegality of the contract is available as a 
defense.—Trent Import Co. v. Wheelwright, Ind., 
84 Atl. 043. 

27. Stock Certificates—Where a bank re- 
ceived certificates of stock as additional collat- 
eral for a pre-existing indebtedness of a broker, 
without’ giving or surrendering anything for 
them, it was not a holder for value as against 
a customer who transferred the certificates to 








the broker.—Crawford v. Dollar Savings Fund 
& Trust Co., Pa., 84 Atl. 894. 

28. Criminal Law—Former Acquittal.—An ac- 
quittal of a charge of arson is not a bar to a 
prosecution for attempted robbery in the first 
degree, though the facts in the two cases are 
identical—People v. Grzesczak, 137 N. Y. Supp. 
538. , 

29. Damages—Mortality Tables——The jury 
may reach a result as to the probable duration 
of life from evidence as to age, health, extent 
of injury, etc., of a particular person, and the 
mortality table need not be introduced in evi- 
dence.—City of Moultrie v. Cook, Ga. 75 S. & 
991. 

30. Penalty.—A stipulation to pay a speci- 
fied sum upon the nonperformance of a con- 
tract is regarded as a penalty, rather than as 
liquidated damages, if the intention of the par- 
ties as to its euect is at all doubtful, or is of 
equivocal interpretation.—Mount Airy Milling & 
Grain Co. v. Runkles, Md., 84 Atl. 533. 

31. Subrogation.—Payment by an insurance 
company for cotton negligently, burned by a 
railway company does not inure to the benefit 
of the railway company; there being no privity 
between it and insurer.—Nussbaum & Scharff 
v. Trinity & Brazos Valley Ry. Co., Tex., 149 S. 
W. 1083. 

32. Death—Eyewitnesses.—In actions for 
causing death, it is not always essential that 
there be an eye-witness of the occurrence, but 
proof may be furnished by circumstances.—Mad- 
den v. Lehigh Valley R. Co., Pa., 84 Atl. 672. 

33. Dedictaion—Acceptance.—A common-law 
dedication of land for street purposes is invalid, 
in the absence of acceptance by the public.— 
University of Our Lady of the Sacred Heart v. 
City of Watertown, Wis., 137 N..W. 754. 

34. Implied.—The act of an owner of land 
in selling lots on each side of a strip of land 
lying, in extension of a street, while evidence 
tending’ to show implied dedication of the strip 
as a street, is not conclusive on that point.—Ft. 
Worth & D. GC. Ry. Co. v. Ayers, Tex., 149 S. W. 
1068. 

35. Deeds—Consideration.—In an action to 
set aside a conveyance of land by an officer of 
a corporation and his wife to cover an alleged 
shortage in his accounts on the ground of fraud 
it is not necessary, in order to sustain the trans- 
fer, that such officer should have been guilty of 
embezzlement.—Clement vy. Buckley Mercantile 
Co., Mich., 137 N. W. 657. 

36.——Habendum Clause.—‘To hold,” when 
used in the habendum clause of a deed, includes 
the twofold idea of actual possession of the 
thing and being invested with legal title—In re 
Crofoot’s Will, 137 N. Y. Supp. 430. 

37. Undue Influence.—The grantor’s desire 
to please another by making conveyances at- 
tacked, resulting from long association, affec- 
tion, or gratitude, did not constitute “undue in- 














fluence.’-—Nelson v. Wiggins, Mich., 137 N. W. 
623. 
38. Descent and  Distribution—Contingent 


Estate.—An assignment of a contingent interest 
in an estate will not be set aside because of an 
unexpected increase in value at the time of dis- 
tribution, where there was no trust relation be- 
tween the assignee, and the assignor, and both 
parties had equal knowledge of the value of 
the interest.—In re Richardson’s Estate, Pa., 84 


Atl. 670. 
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39. Disecovery—Production of Papers.—A fed- 
eral court cannot compel a party in an action 
at law to produce books or papers before the 
trial, either under Rev. St. § 724, or under a 
state practice; the only remedy of the party de- 
siring such production being by a bill of dis- 
covery in equity.—Cheatham Electric Switching 
Device v. American Automatic Switch Co., U. S. 
D. C., 198 Fed. 496. 

40. Divoree—Habitual Drunkenness.—That a 
husband was intoxicated on a few occasions, 
and was then disagreeable and quarrelsome, and 
on two or three occasions was very offensive, 
does not show habitual drunkenness, entitling 
the wife to a divorce.—Smith y. Smith, Mich., 137 
N. W. 644. 

41. Res Judicata.—The existence of a de- 
cree granting a wife a divorce from bed and 
board does not bar the court from exercising 
jurisdiction to grant the husband an absolute 
divorce on the ground of her adultery.—Foxwell 
v. Foxwell, Md., 84 Atl. 552. 

42. Domicile—Test of.—-Every one must have, 
at all times, a legal residence, which consists 
of fact and intention; but one cannot have two 
domiciles at one and the same time.—Boyd’s 
Ex’r. v. Commonwealth, Ky., 149 S. W. 1022. 

43. Dower—Tenancy at Will.—One who, on 
death of her husband, remains in possession of 
his real estate may be treated as a tenant at 
will till dower or homestead is assigned her, 
and after that as a tenant for life—Jordan v. 
Sheridan, Ky., 149 S. W. 1028. 

44. Easements—Necessity for.—A conveyance 
of land bounded on three sides by lands of 
strangers, and on the fourth side by land re- 
tained by the grantor, implies a way of neces- 
sity across such, remaining land for the bdene- 
fit of the grantee.—Adams y. Hodgkins, Me, 
84 Atl. 530. 

45. Permissive Use.—Permissive use of a 
road or way across uninclosed land does not 
ripen into a right, however long existing.—-Ft. 
Worth & D. C. Ry. Co. v. Ayers, Tex., 149 S. W. 
1068. 

46. Equity—Disposition of Cause.—While 
equity will not take jurisdiction merely to de- 
termine the legality of an election, it will exe-- 
cise its jurisdiction to protect property rights 
from unlawful interference, though the deter- 
mination of the question whether the interfer- 
ence is unlawful depends on the legality of an 
election.—Village of Morgan Park vy. City of 
Chicago, Ill., 99 N. E. 388. 

47. Evidence—Dying Declarations.—Dying 
declarations are inadmissible in evidence in civ- 
il actions.—Jewell v. Excelsior Powder Mfg. Co., 
Mo., 149 S. W. 1045. 

48. Executors and Administrators—Diligence. 
—It is the duty of executors and trustees to 
exercise reasonable diligence to collect all notes 
that come into their possession, and they are 
chargeable with accounts that were not, but 
that could have been, collected by using rea- 
sonable diligence.—May v. Walter’s Ex’rs., Ky., 
149 S. W. 1014. 

49. Domicile.—The place for final account- 
ing and settlement of executors is in the forum 
of original agministration, and not that of an- 
cillary administration.—Bedell v. Clark, Mich., 
137 N. W. 627. 

50. Fraud—Diligence——A defrauded party 
does not owe to the party who defrauds him 

















an obligation to use diligemce to discover the 
fraud.—Yanelli v. Littlejohn, Mich., 137 N. W. 
723. 


51. Secret Agreement.—Where a vendor 
pursuant to a secret agreement with the pur- 
chaser’s agent added a certain amount to the 
consideration price and paid such amount to the 
agent, this constituted a fraud upon the pur- 
chaser for which the vendor was separately li- 
able.—Kuntz v. Tonnele, N. J., 84 Atl. 624. 

52. Frauds, Statute of—Parol Evidence.—To 
constitute a contract, there must be parties, 
consideration, and subject-matter, neither of 
which can be supplied by oral evidence in a 
contract for the sale of real estate under seal. 
—Baker vy. Kilburn, 137 N. Y. Supp. 512. 

53.——Reward.—The statute of frauds held to 
have no application to an offer of a reward by 
an employer to such of his employees as 
should be employed 4,500 hours in 100 consec- 
utive weeks.—Zwolanek& vy. Baker Mfg. Co., Wis., 
137 N. W. 769. 

54. Guaranty—Modification.—Consent of a 
guarantor. to a material modification of the 
principal contract cannot be inferred from the 
mere fact that he had knowledge of the modifi- 
cation, or that he did not dissent therefrom.— 
Sikes v. Mallonee, Ga., 75 S. E. 988. 


55. Husband and Wife—Contracts by Wife. 
—In general, a married woman cannot make a 
contract or be bound by one made for her, or 
under her authority, not for necessaries, or for 
the benefit of her separate property.—Lemons v. 
Biddy, Tex., 149 S. W. 1065. 

56. Suretyship of Wife.-—:a judgment en- 
tered against a married woman on a judgment 
note which she signed as surety for her hus- 
band will be opened as offending a positive stat- 
ute.—Murray v. McDonald, Pa., 84 Atl. 579. 

57. Indians—Citizenship.—The Pueblo Indians 
of New Mexico hold their lands by uncondi- 
tional patents from the United States, issued 
in recognition of titles granted them by the 
government of Spain centuries ago.—United 
States v. Sandoval, U. S. D. C., 198 Fed. 539. 

58. Injunction—Labor Union.—An injunction 
restraining the representatives of a labor union 
from conspiring to interfere with the good will 
and business of a firm employing nonunion la- 
por is not violated by a representative inform- 
ing members of the union employed by a third 
person that they are handling nonunion ma- 
terial, and that by continuing to do so they 
will violate the rules of the union and will be 
fined.—Bossert v. United Brotherhood of Car- 
penters and Joinders of America, 137 N. Y. Supp. 
321. 

59. Insurance—Estoppel.—Where insurer or 
its agent taking insurance knows of the exis- 
tence of a ground of forfeiture provided in the 
policy and with such knowledge delivers the 
policy and collects the premium, the ground of 
forfeiture is waived.—Scarritt Estate Co. v. 
Casualty Co. of America, Mo., 149 S. W. 1049. 

60. Indemnity.—A bond given to indemnify 
an employer against the dishonesty of its em- 
ployees for a money consideration has all the 
essential features of an insurance contract, and 
is not to be construed according to the rules of 
law applicable to the ordinary accommodation 
surety.—First Nat. Bank of Crandon v. United 
States Fidelity & Guaranty Co. of Baltimore, 
Wis., 1387 N. W. 742. 
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61.——Insurable Interest.—A contractor en- } extorted money from defendant, and specifying 


gaged in the building of a house destroyed by 
earthquake cannot share in the pro- 
insurance taken out by the owner.— 
Quick, Cal., 126 Pac. 871. 

62.—Notice of Loss.—Where an employer’s 
indemnity bond requires immediate notice to 
insurer of the discovery of any act of dishon- 
esty on the part of an employee, unless the 
lapse of time is so long as to be obviously a 
noncompliance with the bond, the question of 
the timeliness of notice is for the jury.—Em- 
ployers’ Liability Assur. Corporation v. Stanley 
Deposit Bank, Ky. - 149 S. W. 1025. 


63.- insurance, 
made by one assuming ‘without authority to act 
as agent for the owner of the property insured. 
may be ratified by such owner at any time be- 
the insurer has withdrawn, even after the 
property has been destroyed by fire and he has 
knowledge of such fact.—Marqusee v, Hartford 
Fire Ins. Co., C. C. A., 198 Fed. 475. 

64. Renewal.—Renewal of a fire insurance 
policy constitutes a new contract.—Guptill  v. 
Pine Tree State Mut. Fire Ins. Co., Me., 84 Atl. 
5° 
wads 

65. Imtoxicating Liquors—Evidence.—Under 
an information charging an illegal sale of 
liquors to several persons jointly, defendant 
eamnot be convicted of a sale to one.—State v. 
Julius, 8. D., 187 N. W. 590. 

66. Joint-Stock Companies—Officers.—The 
secretary and treasurer of a limited partner- 
ship association has no inherent or implied au- 
thority, as such, to employ a book-keeper, so 
as to make the association liable for his ser- 
vices, and would be himself rresumptively l- 
able therefor.—McCain y. Smith, Mich., 137 N. 
W. 616. 

67. Judicial Sales—Confirmation.—Though 
mere inadequacy of price is not ordinarily suffi- 
cient to avoid a judicial sale, yet such circum- 
stance may be coupled with other facts and to- 
gether work a fraud on the owner of the prop- 
erty justifying  relief.—Miller v. Winslow, 
Wash., 126 Pac. 906. 

68. Judgment—Res Judicata.—Contingent re- 
maindermen not made parties to a partition 
suit were not bound by a decree of sale, and 
their interest did not attach to the proceeds of 
br sale-—Walker v. Des Portes, S. C., 75 


69. Setting Aside—Chancery has jurisdic- 
tion to set aside a judgment at law, rendered 
in favor of complainant through the fraud of 
the adverse party.—Barr vy. Packard Motor Car 
Co., Mich., 137 N. W. 697. 

70. Landlord and Tenant—Injury to Tenant. 
—A landlord cannot escape liability for injury 
to a tenant, caused by treads on cellar stairs 
not of the width required by Tenement House 
Law, § 21, because she did not carry a light 
with her; the accident occurring on her first 
use of the stairs, which she had a right to as- 
sume were constructed as required by law.— 
— v. Kaufman, 137 N. Y. Supp. 345. 


subject of repairs implies no obligation on the 
part of either the lessor or lessee to repair.— 
Reardon v. Averbuck, S. C., 75 S. E. 959. 

72. Libel and Silander—Burden of Proof.— 
Plaintiff in an action for slander of title has 
the burden of pleading and proving the words 
were false, maliciously uttered, and resulted in 
pecuniary loss to m.—Long v. Rucker, Mo., 
149 S. W. 1051. 

73. Evidence.—Where the complaint in an 
action for slander alleged that defendant false- 
ly charged plaintiff with the habit of cheating 
in conducting his business of cheesemaker, and 
falsely charged plaintiff with cheating defen- 
dant, a patron, by wrongfully accusing him of 
having sold plaintiff adulterated milk for the 
corrupt purpose of extorting money from the 
patron, an answer alleging that plaintiff had so 
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similar instances, was proper.—Bilgrien v. Ul- 
rich, Wis., 137 N. W. 759. 

74. Newspaper Article.—In testing its li- 
belous quality, a publication must be consider- 
ed as a whole, including, in the case of a news- 
paper publication, the character of display of 
its headlines, as well as the words used in the 
headlines.—Gustin v. Evening Press Co., Mich., 
137 N. W. 674. 

75 Newspaper Article.—In deciding wheth- 
er a newspaper article is libelous, the scope 
and the object of the entire article are to be 
considered together, and such a construction 
adopted as would naturally be given to it.— 
O’Connell v. Press Pub. Co., 137 N. Y. Supp. 332. 

76. Malicious Prosecution—Process.—An ac- 
tion for malicious use of process in a civil ac- 
tion will lie, where the person of defendant is 
arrested or his property attached.—Stewart v. 
Mulligan, Ga., 75 S. 991. 

77. MRL Re Duty.—An action 
in the nature of mandamus to compel a clerk to 
issue execution can be brought only in the 
name of the state on relation of the party in 
interest.—Princeton (oal & Mining Co. vy. Gil- 
christ, Ind., 99 N. E. 426. 

78. Marriage—Annulment.—A decree annul- 
ling a marriage on the ground that it was en- 
tered into under duress is conclusive upon the 
parties, unless impeached in a direct proceed- 
ing ~*~ i collusion.—Taylor v. White, N. 








79. Master and Servant—Employee Defined. 
—An “employee” is one who works for and un- 
der the control of his employer, and the mode 
of payment, while a circumstance to be con- 
sidered in determining the question, is not de- 
cisive.—Employers’ Indemnity Co. of Philadel- 
phia v. Kelly Coal Co., Ky., 149 S. W. 992. 

80. Master’s Duty.—An employer, who from 
motives of charity had an injurel1 employee tak- 
en to a public hospital for treatment, cannot 
be held liable for the negligence of the physi- 
cian or surgeon who treated him, and who is not 
shown to have been selected by the employer. 
—Allegar vy. American Car & Foundry Co., U. S 
D. C., 198 Fed. 447. 

81. Negligence.—Where sufficient men 
were furnished to hold a post in place, by the 
fall of which a servant was killed, the master 
was not negligent because the work was not 
done by the use of a rope and tackle.—John 
ens, 1 * ead Co. v. Nischan’s Adm’r., Ky., 

82. Proximate Cause.—For a master to es- 
cape liability on the ground of negligence of a 
fellow’servant, the master must not have been 
negilgent at all as to any of the proximate 
causes of the injury.—Pinckney v. Atlantic 
Coast Line R. Co., S. C., 75 S. E. 4. 

83. Mechanics’ Liens—Notice to Owner.—It 
is sufficient to enable a contractor to enforce a 
mechanics’ lien on certain property, that the 
owner had knowledge of and consented to the 
furnishing of the materials and the performing 
of the labor, though she was not personally li- 
able for the debt.—Pierce v. Kinney, 137 N. Y. 
Supp. 475 

84. Mortgages—Assumption by Purchaser.— 
A deed, reciting that it should be subject to 
possession of an actual occupant, made the oc- 
cupant’s possession that of the grantee, sup- 
porting his promise to assume a mortgage.— 
Newton v. Evers, 137 N. Y. Supp. - 

85. Municipal Corporations—Franchise.—Up- 
on the expiration of a franchise granted by a 
municipality to a street railway company, the 
company became a trespasser, and may be com- 
pelled to vacate the streets and remove its prop- 
erty therefrom within a reasonable time.—City 
of Detroit v. Detroit United Ry., Mich., 137 N. 


W. 645. 

86. Police Power.—The right to exercise 
the police power is a continuing one, and pri- 
vate property and business are always subject 
to such right.—Union Oil Co. v. City of Port- 
land, U. S. D. C., 198 Fed. 441. 

87. Negligence—Fire Escape.—Where_ the 
owner of a building supplies an inadequate fire 
escape, he cannot claim that injuries sustained 
by an employee escaping from the burning 
building would be due to her want of familiar- 
ity with the means of escape provided.—Kohn 
v. Clark, Pa., 84 Atl. 692. 

88. Proximate Cause.—The ‘question of 
proximate cause depends on the facts of each 
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case, and in a particular case the question de- 
pends on whether the injury ;was such a natural 
and probable consequence as that it ought to 
have been foreseen by the wrongdoer.—Vall- 
dosta St. Ry. Co. v. Fenn, Ga., 75 S. E. 984. 

89. Partition—Remainderman.—Where a bill 
for partition shows that one defendant had a 
life interest only in a share of the estate, with 
remainder to his children, the court may, after 
decree and before sale, appoint a trustee to 
represent the contingent rights of unborn chil- 
dren.—Shields v. Aitken, Pa., 84 Atl. 662. 

90. Sale-—A sale of land in partition was 
properly ordered where the interest of many 
of the parties was small, and it was impossible 
to adjust the equities without it—Walker v. 
Des Portes, S. C., 75 S. E. 960. 

91. Principal and Agent—Apparent Authority. 
—As to third persons a principal is bound by 
the acts of his agent in the exercise of the 
agent’s apparent authority within the scope of 
the agency as by acts of the agent within his 
actual authority.—Lamon y. Speer Hardware 
Co., C. C. A. 198 Fed. 453. . 

92. Disclosed Principal.—An agent, dealing 
for a disclosed principal within the scope of his 
powers, is not personally liable, unless the 
third party gave credit exciusively to him, and 
it was his intention to become personally liable. 
—Siler v. Perkins, Tenn., 149 S. W. 1060. 

93 Estoppel.—A vendor who refers the 
purchaser to his.agent to point out the pound- 
aries of the land is bound by the agent's dec- 
laration in that regard.—Beatty v. Ireland, 13 
N. Y. Supp. 456. 

94. Implied Authority.—It is not within 
the implied power of the superintendent of a 
lumber company’s plant to contract with an 
employee that he shall be dropped from the 
company’s pay roll for an indefinite time, cease 
all regular work and take no other employ- 
ment, but hold himself in readiness to resume 
work when notified; he to be paid during the 
time he is unemployed.—Stephens vy. Jno. L. 
Roper Lumber Co., N. C., 75 S. E. 933. 

95. Principal and Surety—Release of Surety. 
—A surety will be discharged to the extent he 
is injured by a loss of effects, pledged to se- 
cure a debt, in the hands of the_ creditor 
through the creditor’s negligence.—First Nat. 
Bank of Midland y. Powell, Tex., 149 S. W. 1096. 

96. Quieting Title—Possession.—A bill mere- 
ly to quiet title cannot be maintained by one 
having the senior recorded legal title, but out 
of possession, against persons in possession.— 
Beidler v. City Bank of Battle Creek, Mich., 137 
N. W. 717. 

$7. Railroads—Inspection.-—-Where a railroad 
company after opportunity to inspect a car de- 
livers it with a defective brake to the car crew 
of a mining company, and a member of the crew 
is injured by the defects, the railroad company 
is liable for the injury.—McGinley vy. Central 
R. Co. of New Jersey, Pa., 84 Atl. 579. 

98.——Trespassing Animals.—A railroad com- 
pany is not bound to keep a lookout for tres- 
passing animals, but is only bound to save them 
after they are discovered, if reasonably pos- 
sible.—Rattenbury Pere Marquette Ry. Co.,, 
Mich., 137 N. W. 679. 

99. Rape—Statutory Rape.—In a prosecution 
for statutory rape, the defendant is not entitled 
as a matter of right to question the prosecutrix 
on cross-examination as to whether any one ex- 
cept the defendant had sexual intercourse with 
her.—Walker v. State, Okla., 126 Pac. 829. 

100. Receivership—Liens.—Sellers of ma- 
chinery, etc., to the receiver of a manufacturing 
plant are not entitled to priority of payment 
over lienholders, where, when the purchases 
were made, the receiver had exhausted his au- 
thority to issue notes. and certificates.—York 
Mfg. Co. v. Hoblitzell Nat. Bank, Md., 84 Atl. 
559. 

101. Reformation of Instruments—Mutual- 
Mistake.—To warrant reformation of a contract 
for mistake, plaintiff must fully, clearly, and 
decisively establish a ‘mutual mistake; but the 
proof need not be uncontradicted.—Brunswic'<s 
& Topsham Water Dist. v. Inhabitants of Top- 
sham, Me., 8# Atl. 644. 

102. Remainders—Validity.—A limitation over 
on the death of one to whom chattels are be- 
queathed, to be held, used, and enjoyed by her 
during her life, is valid, except as to such ar- 
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ticles the use of which mean their consurap- 
tion.—Davison’s Adm’r, vy. Davison’s Adm’x., Ky., 
149 S. W. 982. 

103. Street Railroads—Franchise.—A _ fran- 
chise granted by a municipality to a street rail- 
road company and accepted by it constitutes in 
law a contract mutually binding on both par- 
ties, which is terminated by the _ limitation 


therein expressed.—City of Detroit v. Detroit 
United Ry. Mich., 137 N. W. 643. 
104. Negligence.—Employees of electric 





railway in public nighway Leld bound to oper- 
ate cars with reference to the impassable con- 
dition of the remaining portion of the highway 
caused by the company itself necessitating the 
use of the tracks by travelers.—Hibbler v. De- 
troit United Ry., Mich., 137 N. W. 719. 

105. Sales—Conditional Sales.—A buyer of a 
watch under conditional sale is not entitled to 
maintain trover agaiust a third person, where, 
when the watch was converted, the seller was 
searching for it, in order to obtain possession 
for nonpayment of installments, and demanded 
possession when it was found in defendant's 
possession.—Landry y. Mendelstam, Me., 84 Atl. 
542 


106. Refusal to Accept.—Where cherries 
were purchased for delivery in installments, de- 
fendant could not show that certain install- 
ments delivered were not up to standard, in or- 
der to justify refusal of subsequent instali- 
ments.—Habicht, Braun & Co. v. E. B. Gallagher 
& Co., Mich.; 137 N. W. 685. 

107. Telegraphs and Telephones—Delivery of 
Telegram.—it was the duty of a telegraph com- 
pany, which had notice that the sender of an 
undelivered telegram lived near a station oth- 
er than that from which the message was sent 
to send the message of nondelivery to the sta- 
tion near which the sender resided.—Dempsey Vv. 
_— Union Telegraph Co., S. C., 75 S. E. 

‘. 

108. Torts—Damnhum Absque Injuria.—-A ser- 
vant who is discharged because another servant 
not bound by contract; refuses to continue in 
the service if the first is any longer retained, 
has no right to complain; the injury being 
damnum absque injuria—kKemp v. Division No. 
241, Amalgamated Ass’n. of Street and Electric 
Ry. Employees of America, Ill., 99 N. E. 389. 

109. Vendor and Purchaser—Innocent Pur- 
chaser.—Title of an innocent purchaser from a 
trustee, apparently the owner in his own right, 
is as indefeasible in equity as in law.—Beidler 
v. City Bank of Battle Creek, Mich., 137 N. W. 
717. 
110. 





Vendor’s Lien.—Where the considera- 
tion for the sale of an undivided one-half in- 
terest in land was to be paid in part in cash 
and in part by assuming a mortgage thereon, 
and the purchaser failed and refused to pay or 
assume the mortgage, the vendor, having paid 
it, may foreclose his vendor’s lien for the 
——— so paid.—Harris y. Brown, Mich., 137 N. 
V. 6 





- 681. 

111. Wills—Burden of Proof.—The burden of 
impugning the written date of a will and es- 
tablishing the true one is on the party so de- 
nying and alleging.—In re Kohn’s Estate, Mich., 
137 N. W. 735. 

112. Posthumous Child.-—-At common law 
as prevailing in North Carolina, the subsequent 
birth of child did not of itself amount to revo- 
cation of his father’s will.—Flanner v. Flanner, 








N. C., 75 S. E. 936. 
113. Construction.—A testamentary con- 
struction that prevents partial intestacy is fa- 


vored.—In re Crofoot’s Will, 137 N. Y. Supp. 430. 

114. Estoppel.—Though all the heirs of a 
person joined in a covenant not to contest the 
will, or to release their claim to a share in the, 
estate, they may claim a share in 
property, or show that the property is intestate 
proverty.—Chase v. wWickey, Mass., 99 N. E. 410. 

115. Lex Rei Sitae.—In all cases where the 
will of a testator domiciled in another state 
operates on property of the estate in the course 
of ancillary administration here, the construc- 
tion to be placed upon such will, when any 
question arises, is for the domiciliary court.— 
Bedell v. Clark, Mich., 137 N. W. 627. 

116. Presumption.—tThe rule tha a_ will 
presumptively relates to conditions existing at 
the time of testator’s death yields to the testa- 
tor’s intention.—Truesdell v. Pierce, 137 N. Y. 
Supp. 349. 
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ADMIRALTY, 
the jurisdiction of state courts over mari- 
time vessels engaged in interstate and 
foreign commerce, 257. 


ALIMONY, ‘WITHOUT DIVORCE, : 
independent action for alimony, 427. 


APPEAL AND ERROR, 
“~~ judge decisions” in appellate courts, 
87. 
appellate court entering final judgment on 
the merits, 400. 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT, 
ony as co-conspirator with his clients, 
365. 


AUTOMOBILE, 
responsibility of head of family for negli- 
gence of member in use of automobile, 43. 
making it penal offense for automobilist to 
= —— of crime against him- 

self, 5. 


BAIL, 
validity of express contract to indemnify 
bail in a criminal case, 7 


BANKS AND BANKING, 


character of deposit by trustee determined 
by his authority to make it, 346. 


BILLS AND NOTES, 
constitution of uniform negotiable instru- 
ments law, 13. 
parol evidence as to status of signer of ne- 
gotiable instrument, 14. 
right of maker of note based on illegal con- 
sideration to recover for its transfer to 
innocent holder, 155. 


BLUE SKY LAW, 
Kansas “Blue Sky Law,” 221. 


BOOKS RECEIVED, 
19, 63, 159, 267, 285, 303. 375, 447. 


BREACH OF MARRIAGE PROMISE, 
exemplary damages and aggravation of 
damages in breach of promise of mar- 
riage, 355 


CARRIERS, 
requiring street cars to carry children at 
reduced rates, 221. 
validity of stipulation on free pass exempt- 
ing railroad from liability for negligence, 
4 


anticipating injury to arise from miscon- 
duct of passengers, 256. 
ee for acts of insane employee, 


passengers on excursion train stabbed by 
riotous passenger, 364, 





COMMERCE, 
when transportation between two points in 
same state is interstate commerce, 228. 


COMMISSION ON UNIFORM STATE LAWS, 
See UNIFORM LAWS. 


COMPENSATION, 
See WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. 


CONSPIRACY, 
multiple jurisdiction in statutory conspir- 
acy, 105. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, 

See COMMERCE. 

See POLICE POWER. 

making it penal offense for automobilist to 
rere ~ ormation of crime against him- 
self, 

requiring street cars to carry school chil- 
ren at reduced rates, 221. 

sovereignty, 223. 

constitutional | obligations and woman’s citi- 
zens 

me. . By of convicts os being a consti- 
tutional punishment, 309 

protection of laborers and materialmen on 
federal public works, 

state enabling acts for p- a trenching 
on police power, 418. 

new constitution of Ohio—power of courts 
to review acts of the legislatures, 437. 


CONSTITUTIONALITY, 
arousing the public mind against the ju- 
dicial prerogative to determine the con- 
stitutionality of legislation, 229. 


CONTEMPT, 


travails of Missouri Supreme Court 
questions about contempt, 201. 


with 


CONTRACT, 
contract made over 
across ees A lines, 7 
validity of contract between two parties re- 
stricting the right of one of them to set- 
tle a controversy with a third person, 


es extending 


291. 

the doctrines of locus | pear egy and par 
delictum in their application to illegality 
of contract, 312. 

— in threat of prosecution of offender, 


CORPORATIONS, 

responsibility of directors for amount of 
or sar against corporation in libel 
sui 9. 

avoidance of the trust fund theory in the 
issue of stocks, 329. 

the right of a private corporation against 
being brought into public contempt and 
ridicule, 3465, 
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COURTS, 
See FEDERAL COURTS. 
~ judicial method of making and unmak- 
laws, 54. 
tne public and the courts, 62. 
“one judge decisions” in appellate courts, 
87. 


oral opinions from the bench as indicating 
a strong judiciary, 90. 

our supply of judges, 133. 

our national judicial system, 18 

travails of Missouri Supreme east with 
questions about contempt, 201. 

the function of a court in applying state 


aw, 

the jurisdiction of state courts over mari- 
time vessels engaged in interstate and 
foreign commerce, 257, 

the writ of procedendo, 275. 

one judge decisions—a judicial viewpoint, 


limitations on federal courts in administer- 
ing state law, 330. 

are rules of court obligatory? 384. 

new constitution of Ohio—power of courts 
to review acts of legislatures, 437. 


CRIMINAL EVIDENCE, 
confessions, 347. 


CRIMINAL LAW, 
habitual criminal legislation, 51. 
sterilization of criminals, idiots and insane, 
91 


multiple jurisdiction in statutory conspir- 
acy, . 

making it penal offense for automobilist to 
refuse information of criminal against 
himself, 125, 

initiating crime in one state and completing 
it in another, 327 


CRIMINAL TRIAL, 


lessons in regard to trial court instructions 
to be drawn from recent criminal cases, 
417. 


DAMAGES, 
punitive damages against one only of two 
defendants, 71. 
apportioning as between two commingling 
causes, 143. 


DANGEROUS ARTICLES, 


liability of merchants as to articles of ex- 
plosive character, 106. 


DEPARTMENT STORES, 
the law as to department stores, 73. 


DIGEST OF CURRENT OPINIONS, 
20, 46, 64, 82, 100, 118, 136, 160, 179, 197, 
214, 232, 250, 268, 286, 304, 322, 340, 358, 

376, 396, 412, 430, 448, 466.. 


DIVORCE, 
report of the British commission on _ di- 
vorce, 435 


DOWER, 
antenuptial contracts barring dower, 97. 


EMPLOYER'S LIABILITY, 


displacement of relief fund arrangements 
by interstate carriers, 70. 

pleading—counts in petition for injury up- 
on employer’s liability statute and upon 
state laws, 454. 


EQUITY RULES, 

the new rules of practice for the federal 
courts of equity as they abrogate, modify 
or preserve the old rules, 361. 

rules of practice for the courts of equity of 
the United States, 385. 

the old rule§ of practice for federal courts 
of equity, 

the new equity rules—a reflection, 410. 





ETHICS, . 
See LEGAL ETHICS. 


EVIDENCE, 

parol evidence as to status of signer of ne- 
gotiable instrument, 14. 

“slipping in” irrelevant evidence, 81. 

questioned ink marks—human dynamo- 
grams, 108. 

admissibility of writings otherwise irrele- 
vant for comparison of handwriting, 302. 

confessions, 347, 

the parol evidence rule and the doctrine of 
conclusiveness of judgments, 446. 

quashing indictment as not being support- 
ed by any competent evidence, 453. 


EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS, 
executors and administrators—setting aside 
fraudulent conveyance as making land 
subject to administration, 183. 
executors and administrators’ plea of stat- 
ute of limitations by executor as to per- 
sonal debt to estate, 436. 


EXPLOSIVES, 


liability of merchants as to articles of ex- 
plosive character, 106. 


FEDERAL COURTS, 

our national judicial system, 184. 

the function of a court in applying state 
law, 219. 

limitations on federal courts in administer- 
ing state law, 330. 

the new rules of practice for the federal 
courts of equity as they abrogate, medify 
or preserve the old rules, 381. 

rules of practice for the courts of equity of 
the United States, 385. 

the old rules of practice for federal courts 
of equity, 399. 

the new equity rules—a reflection, 410. 


FIRE INSURANCE, 


waiver of breach of conditions in insurance 
— - f demanding proofs and adjusting 
oss, 3 


proposed insurance accepted after loss, 464. 


FRAUD AND DECEIT, 
Kansas “Blue Sky Law,” 221. 


FRAUDS, STATUTE OF, 


sufficiency of memorandum to take contract 
out, 


GAMBLING, 


obligation of agent to account to principal 
for money collected in the execution of 
an illegal contract, 373. 


GARNISHMENT, 
contents of safety deposit box, 52. 


GOOD WILL, 


restrictions on vendor in the sale of good 
will, 178. 


HANDWRITING, 
questioned ink marks—human 

grams, 108. 
admissibility of writings otherwise irrele- 
vant for comparison of handwriting, 302. 


dynamo- 


HOME RULE, 


shall we have “home rule” for the police 
departments of our large cities? 183. 


HUMOR OF THE LAW, 


19, 45, 63, 81, 99, 117, 135, 159, 178, 196, 213, 
231, 249, 267, 285, 303, 321, 339, 357, 375, 


396, 411, 429, 447, 465. 
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HUSBAND AND WIFE, 
selling dangerous drug to husband after no- 
tice by wife, 
responsibility of head of family for negli- 
gence of member in use of automobile, 43. 
independent action for alimony, 427. 


ILLEGALITY, 

validity of express contract to indemnify 
bail in a criminal case, 78. 

evidence of participation by vendor in ven- 
dee’s intent to devote goods to unlawful 
purpose, 115. 

validity of contract between two parties re- 
stricting the right of one of them to set- 
tle a controversy with a third person, 


291. 

the doctrines of locus poenitentiae and par 
delictum in their application to illegality 
of contract, 312. 

obligations of agent to account to princi- 
pal for money collected in the execution 
of an illegal contract, 373. 


INDICTMENT, 
quashing indictment as not being support- 
ed by any competent evidence, 453. 


INITIATIVE, REFERENDUM AND RECALL, 

recall of judges and decisions, 25. 

the recall of judicial decisions as a rem- 
edy, 25. 

a judicial affirmative of the recall, 28. 

Pontius Pilate’s judgment and recall, 33. 

the recall of decisions—a fallacy, 35. 

recall of judges—a warning, 44. 

foreign opinion on recall of judicial deci- 
sions, 45. 

the recall an ancient invention, 45. 

the recall of judges—a good suggestion, 98. 

Pontius Pilate and the recall, 117. 

the “recall” as a discarded political contri- 
vance, 315. 


INNKEEPERS, 


question of one being guest or boarder gen- 
erally one of fact, 319. 


INSTRUCTIONS, 
See CRIMINAL TRIAL. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS, 
ordinance prohibiting saloon keeper from 
permitting treating, 107 
recovery of liquor shipped to consignee 
without its being previously ordered, 292. 


JOINT TORT FEASORS, 


setting aside verdict for the reason that 
there was error in holding defendants 
might both be liable, 346. 


JUDGMENTS, 


the parol evidence rule and the doctrine of 
conclusiveness of judgments, 446. 


JUDGES, 
judges as candidates for political offices, 237. 


JURIES AND JURY TRIAL, 
has our conception of trial by jury any- 
thing to do with the delays and uncer- 
tainties in the administration of justice? 
404. 


JURISPRUDENCE, 
social justice and legal justice, 455. 


LABOR UNIONS, 


discharge of employee for refusing to 
abandon labor organization, 363. 





LANDLORD AND TENANT, 


the meaning of exception clause in leases 
—— to “damage by the elements,” 


LARCENY, 
sufficiency of intent to constitute larceny, 


distinction between states inter sese and 
a state and a foreign country in larceny 
prosecutions, 212, 

asportation by the act of another, 239. 


LAW AND LAWYERS, 

the judicial method of making and unmak- 
ing laws, 54. 

the American abroad, 79. 

ata notice—American Bar Associa- 
on, 98. 

the campaign for increase of membership in 
the American Bar Association, 116. 

the 1912 meeting of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation, 80, 156. 

id of the Michigan Bar Association, 
59. ; 


stories of English law and lawyers, 203. 

drifting from the old moorings, 238. 

what is coming? 240. 

the value of Conrat’s Researches, 374. 

news items from the legal world of con-, 
tinental Europe, 311. 

meetings of bar associations—when and 
where to be held, 429, 446. 

social justice and legal justice, 455. 


LAW BOOKS, 
Miscellaneous, 
constitution and enabling act of Oklahoma, 


99. 

Johnson and Huebner on railroad traffic 
and rates, 117. 

Farrand records of federal convention, 1787, 


196. 
Reviews of Digests, 
Howland’s digest of opinions of judge ad- 
vocates general, 321. 
Reviews of Reports, 
public service commission reports, N. Y., 63. 
American cases annotated, 1912, A, B, C, 375. 
Street Railway Reports, Vol. 7, N. Y., 411. 
Reviews of Text Books, 
Remington on bankruptcy, students’ ed., 63. 
Thompson on trials, second edition, 81. 
Chamberlayne on modern law of evidence, 


vol. 
Wiel’s water rights in the western states, 
3rd ed., 


Snell’s equity, analysis, 10th edition, 303. 

Collier on bankruptcy, 9th edition, 303. 

Judson on interstate commerce, second edi- 
tion, 321, 

— on street railways, second edition, 


Thornton’s Federal Employers’ Liability 
and Safety Appliance Acts, second edition, 
410 


Black’s Law of Judicial Precedents, 411. 


LEGAL ETHICS, 
judges as candidates for political offices, 


the code of ethics and its enforcement, 419. 


LIMITATIONS, 


making new party as regards statute of 
limitations, 444, 


MAILS, 
See POST OFFICE. 


MASTER AND SERVANT, 

responsibility of head of family for negli- 
gence of member in use of automobile, 43. 

removal of assumption of risk by master’s 
promise to repair defect, 124. 

guarding machinery as affecting. the ques- 
tion of assumption of risk, 

responsibility of amusement park proprie- 
tor for negligence of concessioners, 265. 
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MASTER AND SERVANT (Continued). 
discharge of employee for refusing to aban- 
don labor organization, 363. 


MECHANIC'S LIEN, 
protection of laborers and materialmen on 
federal public works, 367. 


MONOPOLIES, 


combination between different owners of 
distinct patents, 255. 

state legislation forbidding sales for the 
purpose of destroying competition, 293. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS, 
action over by city against owner of dan- 
gerous billboard, 202. 


NATURALIZATION, 


retrospective legislation authorizing the 
—- aside of certificates of naturaliza- 
tion, L 


NEGLIGENCE, 
validity of stipulation on free pass exempt- 
| railroad from liability for negligence, 
248. 


NOTES OF RECENT 
SIONS, 401. 


CONTINENTAL DECI- 


NOTES OF RECENT DECISIONS IN BRITISH 
COURTS, 72, 365. 


OFFICER AND OFFICERS, 


responsibility of sureties for acts done 
colore officii, 61 ‘ 
PATENTS, “oe 


profits arising out of infringement inex- 
tricably mingled with those of non-in- 
pet wey improvements, 89. 

combination between different owners of 
distinct patents, 255. 


PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS, 


physicians and surgeons—authority of sur- 
geons to perform different operation than 
patient has consented to, 166. 


PLEADING, 


counts in petition for injury upon employ- 
Hy liability statute and upon state laws, 


POLICE POWER, 


taking the lid off of the policé power, 314. 
state enabling acts for admission trenching 
on police power, 418. 


POST OFFICE, 


newspaper reports of criminal] trials as in- 
decent literature, 310. 


PRINCIPAL AND AGENT, 
obligations of agent to account to princi- 


pal for money collected in the execution 
of an illegal contract, 373. 


PROCEDENDO, 
the writ of procedendo, 275. 


PROCEDURE, 
See TRIAL AND PROCEDURE. 


RAILROADS, 
validity of stipulation on free pass exempt- 
ing railroad from liability for negligence, 


carriers—anticipating injury to arise from 
misconduct of passengers, 256 





RATE REGULATIONS, 
determining probable net income in ad- 
vance of experience delusive, 89. 


RECALL, 
See INITIATIVE, REFERENDUM AND RE- 
CALL, 


REFERENDUM, 5 
See INITIATIVE, REFERENDUM AND RE- 
CALL, 


REFORM IN PROCEDURE, 
~~, special issues on procedural reform, 


let Congress set the supreme court free to 
reform procedure on the law side, 126. 

reform in the judicial administration of 
justice, 127, 

amendment of rules of supreme court of 
the United States, 135. 

evolution in the movement for reform of 


procedure, 141. 
“suit on motion” in Virginia and West Vir- 
ginia, 143. 


reform in legal procedure from the prac- 
titioner’s standpoint—a review of the 
New Jersey act, 144. 

the scientific attitude toward reform in 
procedure, 147. 

cardinal principles to be observed in re- 
forming procedure, 150. 

shal] there be a definite organization to 
co-ordinate our carrying into effect defi- 
nite plans for reform in proedure? 159. 

= ow practice act (1912) of New Jersey, 


tentative suggestions for the proposed Mis- 
souri practice act, 167. 

argument in favor of “tentative sugges- 
tions” for reform in procedure formulat- 
$3,°7 the Missouri State Bar Association, 


reform in criminal procedure, 231. 

reform in procedure—a protest, 231. 

suggested reforms in legal procedure, 266. 

suggestions for reforming judicial admin- 
istration—constitutionality of law to be 
determined before its passage, 284. 

the Missouri tentative practice act, 320. 

are we drifting from the old moorings? 329. 

the new rules of practice for the federal 
courts of equity as they abrogate, modify 
or preserve the old rules, 361. 

rules of practice for the courts of equity of 
the United States, 385. 

the old rules of practice for federal courts 
of equity, 399. 

reform of legal procedure in England, 402. 

has our conception of trial by jury anything 
to do with the delays and uncertainties 
in the administration of justice? 404. 

the new equity rules—a reflection, 410. 


SALES, 
contracts of resale under the uniform sales 


act, 5 

liability of merchants as to articles of ex- 
plosive character, 106. 

evidence of participation by vendor in ven- 
dee’s intent to devote goods to unlawful 
purposes, 115. 

restrictions on vendor in the sale of good 
will, 178. : 


SHERIFFS AND CONSTABLES, 


responsibility of sureties for acts done 
colore officii, 


STATES, 
sovereignty, 223. 


enabling acts for admission trenching on 
police power, " 


STATUTES, 
new constitution of Ohio—power of courts 
to review acts of legislatures, 437. 
the judicial method of making and unmak- 
ing laws, 54. 
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STERILIZATION, 
of criminals, idiots and insane, 91. 


SURETY AND SURETYSHIP, 
responsibilities of sureties for acts done 
colore officii, 61. 
be of express contract to indemnify 
bail in a criminal case, 78. 


TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES, 
ag yey of telephone company for in- 
jury to third person by individual wire of 
patron, 273. 
establishing free delivery limits as affect- 
ing delivery of telegrams, 280. 


TORTS, 

selling Gangesovs drug to husband after no- 
tice by wife, 

liability al merchants as to articles of ex- 
plosive character, 106. 

setting aside verdict for the reason that 
there was error in holding defendants 
might both be liable, 346. 


TRIAL AND PROCEDURE, 
See CRIMINAL TRIAL. 
See REFORM IN PROCEDURE. 
lessons in regard to trial court instructions 
b+ lan drawn from recent criminal cases, 


has our conception of trial by jury anything 
to do with the delays and uncertainties 
in the séastaiptvation of justice? 404. 


TRUSTS AND TRUSTEES, 
character of deposit by pc ag jSotorminet 
by his authority to make it, 
liability of trust created bg Liao for his 
benefit to subsequent creditors, 409. 


UNIFORM LAWS, 
what the commissioners on uniform law are 
doing for the people of the United States, 


i. 

its pro Yr and prospects, 4. 

what t conference of commissioners on 
uniform state laws did last year—a sum- 





UNIFORM LAWS (Continued). 
mary by the secretary of the conference, 


the commission on uniform state laws— 
what it is, what it has done, and what it 
needs, 6. 

who pays the bills of the conference of 
commissioners of uniform state laws? 10. 

shall there be a uniform act on the sub- 
ject of workman’s compensation, 10. 

uniform laws which have been adopted in 
the various states, 16. 

sy of the conference of uniform state 


list ‘of committees of the conference of uni- 
form state 

er ns of F veuule under the uniform sales 
act, 

announcement of the next eg cond of the 
conference on uniform state laws, 19. 

world-wide interest in the subject of uni- 
formity of law, 134. 


UNIFORM IN PROCEDURE, 
coggeee on uniform judicial procedure, 


UNION LABOR, 
See LABOR UNIONS. 


WILLS, 
original probate elsewhere than at domi- 
cile of testator, 27. 
joint wills as proving irrevocability by the 
survivor, 142. ‘ 


WORK AND LABOR, 
See LABOR UNIONS. 
WOMEN’S SUFFRAGE, 
constitutional obligations and woman’s 
citizenship, 244, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 


shall there be a uniform act on the sub- 
ject of workman’s compensation? 1 











SUBJECT-INDEX 


TO ALL THE “DIGESTS OF CURRENT OPINIONS” IN VOLUME 75. 





This subject-index contains a reference under its appropriate head to every digest of cur- 


rent opinion which has appeared in the volume. The references, of course, are to the pages 


upon which the digest may be found. There are no cross-references, but each digest is in- 


dexed herein under that head, for which it would most naturally occur to a searcher to look. 


It will be understood that the page to which reference, by number, is made, may contain 


more than one case on the subject under examination, and therefore the entire page in each 


instance will necessarily have to be scanned in order to make effective and thorough search. 


Arbitration and Aiward—executory agreement, 
430; jurisdiction, 46; procedure, 358; setting 
aside, 376; vitiating, 304. 


Account Stated—running account, 358. 


Adverse Possession—oral partition, 197; void 
tax deed, 250. 


Allens—Chinese woman, 286. 


Alteration of Instruments—bills and notes, 187; 
burden of proof, 322; memorandum, 46; 
stranger, 46. 


Annuities—joint annuitants, 160. 


Arson—wife’s property, 179. 


Assault and Battery—evidence, 250; self-de- 
fense, 214, 250. 


Assignments—assignability, 268; check, 250; 
equity, 412; guaranty of rent, 82; implied 
warranty, 268; installments, 100; priority, 
232. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors—interest 
assigned, 136; mortgage, 118, 340. 


Assistance, Writ of—restoration, 118. 
« 


Attachment—affidavit for, 136; amendment, 179; 
caveat emptor, 340; description of property, 





82; indorser, 358; liens, 412; practice, 160; 
priority, 250; sealed parcel, 46. 


Attorney and Client—accounting, 376; attor- 
ney’s lien, 304; authority of attorney, 179. 
250; compensation, 412; confidential rela- 
tions, 358; dismissal of attorney, 136; guar- 
dian ad litem, 187; implied authority, 46; 
lien, 18; principal and agent, 358; services, 
322; subornation of perjury, 358. 


Bail—homicide, 340; recognizance, 214. 


Bailment—action by bailee, 268; estoppel, 179, 
396; liability, 322; lien, 232; loss, 179; seller, 
376. 


Bankruptcy—act of, 250; adjudication, 136, 232, 
250, 268, 340; ancillary jurisdiction, 250; an- 
cillary receiver, 46; amendment, 232; appeal- 
able order, 197; arrest on civil process, 268; 
attachment, 100; attorney fees, 272; chattel 
mortgage, 20, 232, 322, 396; commissioner, 
46; composition, 376, 396; concealing assets, 
20, 136, 232, 322; conditional sale, 250; con- 
tempt, 376; corporation, 396, 448; counsel 
fees, 430; courts, 136; creditors, 232, 358, 
412; crops, 20; damages, 322; delay, 448; dis- 
allowance of claim, 412; discharge, 46, 82, 
214, 232, 200, 376, 396, 412, 430; evidence, 
412; exemptions, 64, 286, 376, 412; false oath, 
232; final decision, 82; foreign corporations, 
214; foreign stockholders, 286; fraudulent 
conveyance, 100; general assignment, 64; 
indorser, 396, 466; injunction, 268, 376; in- 
solvency, 197; insurance, 136, 197, 397, 448; 
jurisdiction, 214, 250, 304, 396, 412, 430, 448; 
laches, 448; landlord, 136; lease, 232, 430; 
lien, 250, 286, 304, 430; mechanics’ liens, 250; 
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mortgages, 466; negotiable note, 466; part- 
nership, 64, 376; pleading, 118, $322; poor 
debtor’s bond, 46; practice, 412, 430; prefer- 
ence, 82, 100, 118, 136, 214, 232, 250, 304, 397, 
412, 448, 466; priorities, 82, 430; provable 
claim, 20, 82, 214, 251, 322, 397, 430, 466; 
“public sale,” 466; receivers, 20; referee, 
197; release, 304; rent to accrue, 197; rents, 
214; rescission, 448; review, 397; sales of as- 
sets, 136, 397; seizure by trustee, 268; sep- 
arate trustees, 448; solvency, 412; special 
deposit, 358; special master, 232; state 
courts, 136, 268, 358, 448; state laws, 20; 
summary orders, 340; supplementary pro- 
ceedings, 286; surety, 197; surrender of as- 
sets, 397; title to property, 232; trustee, 232, 
340; trustee’s title, 430; voidable sale, 286; 
wages, 82; waiver, 100, 397. 


Banks and Banking—accommodation paper, 20; 
actions, 286; assumption of liability, 64; 
bona fide holder, 358; burden of proof, 322; 
capital and earnings, 268; collateral, 197; 
collections, 100, 214, 412, 430; conditional 
credit, 232; demand, 46; directors, 448; dis- 
counting paper, 268; estoppel, 100; false re- 
port, 251; fictitious payee, 340; forged draft, 
46, 160, 179, 251, 358, 376; forgery, 304; 
laches, 448; national banks, 136; notice, 268; 
overdraft, 20; provisional credit, 82, 197; 
receivership, 286; rescission, 397; savings 
bank, 214; trust fund, 118, 268, 376; ultra 
vires, 397. 


Bastards—-general reputation, 397. 


Beneficial Associations—constitution 
laws, 179; ultra vires, 322. 


and by- 


Bigamy— indictment, 233. 


Bill of Lading—duplicate, 233. 


Bills and Notes—accommodation indorser, 64; 
actions on, 197; attorney fees, 233; bearer, 
197; bona fide holder, 20, 186, 160, 197; bur- 
den of proof, 64, 179, 238, 268, 286, 376; 
checks, 466; condition subsequent, 233; con- 
ditional signing, 46; consideration, 46, 340, 
412; days of grace, 118; defenses, 376; de- 
mand, 322; due course of business, 304; ées- 
toppel, 430; equitable defense, 112; evidence, 
20, 322; failure of consideration, 466; forg- 
ery, 82, 340; holder, 46, 214, 233, 413, 448; il- 
legality, 118; illegal consideration, 286; in- 
dorsement, 20, 82, 179, 233, 304, 466; inno- 
cent holder, 20, 268; jointmaker, 100; joint 
and several, 322; law of place, 413; makers, 
268; negotiability, 64, 118, 214; negotiable 
instruments act, 20; non est factum, 251; 
non-negotiability, 448; notice, 160, 251, 413; 
oral transfer, 377; parol evidence, 286; par- 
ties, 100; payment, 20; place of contract, 
136; pleading, 118, 136, 286; practice, 136; 
presumptions, 286; protest, 233; stipulation, 
82; transfer, 214; transfer of title, 286; un- 
conditional delivery, 413; unfilled blanks, 
268; usury, 118. 





Bonds—coupons, 64. 


Boundaries—agreement, 100: acquiescence, 233; 
center of highway, 214; deeds, 64; dividing 
line, 413; estoppel, 100, 304; evidence, 431. 


Breach of Marriage Promise—exemplary dam- 
ages, 358. 


Breach of the Peace—intruders, 160. 
Bridges—trescission, 179. 


Brokers—breach, 448; burden of proof, 448; com- 
mission, 64, 197, 251, 304, 322, 431, 466; com- 
pensation, 340, 466; consideration, 20; con- 
tract, 137, 413; custom, 233; customer, 214; 
double agency, 466; dual agency, 268; dual 
relation, 397; exclusive agency, 179; middle- 
man, 377; misconduct, 322; offer, 20; pro- 
curing cause of sale, 137; procuring custom- 
er, 214; purchasing on margins, 358; ratifi- 
cation, 82; revocation, 118, 304; stock on 
margin, 304; usage, 179. 


Burglary—indictment, 20. 


Cancellation of Instruments—burden of proof, 
449; decree, 340; fraud, 100; jurisdiction, 397, 


Carriers of Goods—act of God, 377; adjusting 
claims, 100; assumption of risk, 413; author- 
ity of agent, 82; baggage, 64, 124; bill of 
lading, 323, 431, 4+9; common carrier, 448; 
consignee, 100; contract, 118; conversion, 20; 
damages, 215; definite route, 449; delay, 21; 
discrimination, 46, 198, 358; Elkins act, 46; 
estoppel, 397; exoneration, 431; increasing 
facilities, 340; inherent defects, 251; insur- 
er, 137; initial carrier, 21, 287; initial claim, 
304; intrastate rates, 323; lawful rates, 269; 
limiting liability, 47, 323, 358, 397; negli- 
gence, 21, 377; notice, 21, 251; overcharge, 
64; parties, 397; parties to action, 137; plead- 
ing, 160; preadjustment of damages, 431; 
presumption, 179; proximate cause, 304; 
rates, 233, 449; rebate, 215; reconsignment, 
47; regulations, 377, 413; right of action, 
269; shippers, 413; shipper’s order, 323; spur 
tracks, 287; stoppage in transitu, 449; ter- 
minal carrier, 118; termination of liability, 
47; unavoidable accident, 21; unreasonable 
limitation, 47; warehouseman, 179. 


Carriers of Live Stock—burden of proof, 269, 
287, 413; evidence, 118; interstate commerce, 


449; limiting liability, 21; pleadings, 100; 
*” twenty-eight hour law, 215. 
Carriers of Passengers—accommodations, 100; 


agents, 413; alighting from train, 359; an- 
ticipating demands, 198; boarding train, 
340; breach of contract, 449; burden of 
proof, 359; care, 47, 340; comfort, 233; com- 
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merce, 198; contract for transportation, 198; 
ejection, 82, 160, 287; employee, 251; excur- 
sion train, 466; free passes, 251; freight 
train, 101, 179; negligence, 215, 877 ordi- 
nance, 287; pass, 64; passenger, 233; passen- 
ger tickets, 179; regulations by carrier, 269; 
relation of passenger, 466; rates, 466; sleep- 
ing car, 413, 466; stations, 340; stopping at 
stations, 198; sudden danger, 47; trespass, 
47; variance, 305. 


Cemeteries—lot owners, 21. 
Certiorari—remedy, 215. 


Champerty and Maintenance—vendor’s lien, 323. 


323; 


Charities—suffering humanity, torts, 64; 
validity, 340. 466. 
Chattel Mortgages—after-acquired property, 


449; attorney fees, 413; breach of condition, 
118; condition broken, 47; condition pre- 
cedent, 137; construction, 118; evidence, 47; 
failure to record, 198; fixtures, 397; fore- 
closure, 83; future crops, 287; growing 
grass, 233; manufacturer, 251; maturity of 
debt, 305; power o* sale, 233; tender, 358. 


Citizens—non-citizens, 449. 


Commerce—alcholic liquors, 287; bridges, 251; 
carriers, 64; contributory negligence, 198; 
convict-made goods, 119; designating 


freight, 269; employees, 305, $23, 377, 449; 
employer’s liability act, 413; fish and game, 
215; food and drugs act, 287; garnishment, 
198; intoxicating liquors, 269, 287, 397; in- 
terstate transportation, 359; jurisdiction, 
198; occupation tax, 21; rates, 21, 251; white 
Slave act, 83. 


Common Carriers—bills of lading, 340. 
Common Law—prerogatives, 359: 
Composition With Creditors—parol, 198. 


Compromise and Settlement—consideration, 413; 
disputed account, 179; duress, 413; right to 
attach, 179. 


Conspiracy—accountability, 305; burden of proof, 
341; defenses, 377; ingredients of, 83; overt 


act, 64, 305. 
Constitutional Law—attachment, 170; corpora- 
tions, 137, 449; delegated power, 101, 377; 


double liabjlity, 83; due process of law, 83, 
160, 198; foreign corporation, 101; juvenile 
court, 269; legislation, 377; legislative con- 





struction, 449; municipal contracts, 83; ob- 
ligation of contracts, 198; parole law, 83; 
police power, 305; statutes, 83; telegraph 
and telephones, 198. 


Contempt—appeal, 251; attorney, 83; clvil con- 
tempt, 180, 413; conspiracy, 215; impeach- 
ing verdict, 101. 


Contracts—abandonment, 233; acceptance, 64, 
359; accepting benefits, 467; action, 83; 
architect’s certificate, 323; architects, 341, 
377; assignability, 377; breach, 341, 449; 
building, 83, 180, 414; building contract, 47, 
269, 305, 341; burden of proof, 305; cancella- 
tion, 341; consideration, 64, 83, 137, 160, 341, 
414, 467; construction, 83, 137, 160, 198, 287, 
323, 359, 449, 467; criminal law, 234; dam- 
ages, 233; defenses, 397; duress, 21, 47, 137, 
397, 467; election, 101; enforceability, 101; 
estoppel, 47, 467; evidence, 137; exclusive 
rights, 467; forfeiture, 449; illegality, 21, 
233, 287; inducement, 180; intent, 431; in- 
validity, 397; law governing, 414; law of 
place, 198; lease, 397; letters and telegrams, 
65; liability, 101; meeting of minds, 269; 
mistake, 359; modification, 137, 359; mutual 
mistake, 47, 137; mutual promises, 359; mu- 
tuality, 119, 215; nudum pactum, 233; offer 
and acceptance, 431; patents, 21; perform- 
ance, 47, 101, 215, 377, 397; place of, 101; 
Pleading, 397, 341, 431; pleading and proof, 
269, 305; practical construction, 287, 341; 
public policy, 21, 65, 101, 251, 269, 377, 431; 
quantum meruit, 21; ratification, 269; re- 
citals, 65; refusal to perform, 323; recission, 
160, 377,-397, 431; restraint of trade, 101, 
160, 323; right of action, 119; sale, 21; seal, 
305; separability, 215; simultaneous’ writ- 
ings, 323; state and corporation, 215; stat- 
utory requirements, 341; subsidiary agree- 
ment, 251; substantial performance, 269, 323, 
449; third person, 233, 269; unilateral, 180; 
wills, 305; waiver, 21, 251; waiver of per- 
formance, 287. . 


Contribution—joint tortfeasors, 377, 431; mutual 
fault, 137. 


Convicts—attainder, 21. 


Conversion—equity, 431; equitable, 
realty and _ personalty, 
269. 


180, 287; 
251; reconversion, 


Corporations—action by stockholders, 119, 341; 
agency, 65; agent, 137, 359; annual settle- 
ment, 305; assignment, 137; authority of 
officer, 251; burden of proof, 47, 160; char- 
ter restrictions, 431; common manager, 41¢; 
confidential relations, 287, 377; consolida- 
tion, 47; counsel fees, 467; de facto, 83, 198, 
215; decreasing capital, 47; directors, 449; 
discretion of directors, 198; dividends, 397; 
doing business, 21; dual domicile, 269; es- 
toppel, 21, 341, 359, 414; equity, 180; equit- 
able title, 251; evidence, 234; foreign cor- 
porations, 21, 269, 377; foreign state, 215; 
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general manager, 101; gratuitous shares, 377; 
guaranty, 101, 160; illegality of, 449; im- 
plied contract, 251; insolvency, 160, 234, 
287; judicial supervision, 341; knowledge of 
officer, 305; law of domicile, 467; liability 
of directors, 251; Mability of stockholders, 
65; lien of stock, 137; merger, 323; notice, 
341, 397, 431; officers, 341; pleadings, 359; 
preferred stock, 341; promoters, 119, 160, 
234, 359, 414; prospectus, 47; receiver, 21, 
215; removal of officers, 180; sale of stock, 
377; secret profits, 269; separate entity, 341; 
slander, 137, 215; sole ownership, 101; stat- 
utory conditions, 449; stock certificates, 467; 
stockholders, 22, 198; stock purchases, 323; 
subscription, 47; torts, 47; trust relation, 
305; ultra vires, 101, 305, 377, 449; unpaid, 
160, 180, 251; void incorporation, 378; wind- 
ing up, 450. 


Courts—appeal and error, 305; judicial notice, 
450; jurisdiction, 101, 270, 287; law of the 
case, 287; practice, 398; precedents, 47, 119; 
state as party, 305. 


Covenants—Breach, 359; building line, 47; build- 
ing restrictions, 137; construction, 101; en- 
forcement, 198; restrictions, 270. 


Creditor’s Suit—solicitor’s fees, 234. 


Criminal Evidence—admissibility, 161; appeal 
and error, 287; falsus in nuo, 48; flight, 305; 
good character, 398; homicide, 305; instruc- 
tions, 22, 288; joint defendants, 161; non- 
production of, 323; photographs, 137; si- 
lence, 341; similar acts, 180; similar facts, 
180; similar offenses, 341; voluntary intoxi- 
cation, 305. 


Criminal Law—abortion, 323; accessory, 65; 
alibi, 161; appeal, 234; appeal and error, 
306; attempt, 284; bigamy, 398; character 
evidence, 270; circumstantial evidence, 341; 
comity of courts, 252; corroboration, 414; 
cruel punishment, 414; dying declaration, 
234; evidence, 22, 83, 398, 414; fabricating 
defense, 450; flight, 234; former acquittal, 
161, 467; former jeopardy, 22; good charac- 
ter, 234; indictment, 180, 252; impeaching 
verdict, 288; insanity, 378, 398; instructions, 
161; intent, 22, 341; jeopardy, 65; judge as 
prosecutor, 161; judicial notice, 48, 215, 
450; jurisdiction, 215; merger, 198; misde- 
meanors, 359; nol, pros., 101; nunc pro tunc 
judgment, 378; overt act, 306; practice, 101, 
161; preliminary examination, 270; princi- 
pals, 22; pronouncing sentence, 378; pun- 
ishment, 161; rape, 323; recent possession, 
48; res gestae, 378; riparian rights, 269; 
shifting burden, 431; verdict, 252; wife as 
witness, 252. 


Criminal Trial—forgery, 341; illustration by 
witness, 431; preliminary trial, 414; sever- 
ance, 22; similar offenses, 398; verdict, 198. 


Crops—fructus industriales, 450. 





Curtesy—defined, 198. 


Customs and Usuages—contracts, 198; evidence, 
180, 215, 359; presumption, 234. 


Damages—agegravation, 450; anticipated profits, 
101; compensation, 22; diminished earnings, 
359; earning capacity, 48; estimating, 102; 
evidence, 161, 398; exemplary damages, 398; 
fright, 252, 288; insurance, 180; interest, 
198; joint tortfeasors, 83; liquidated, 119, 
138, 306, 342; loss of profit, 139; measure of, 
119, 215, 323; medical services, 161, 252; 
minimizing, 22; mortality tables, 467; nom- 
inal, 270, 359; penalty, 215, 234, 467; plead- 
ings, 102; pleading and proof, 270; profits, 
288; punitive, 180, 198, 288; special, 323, 414; 
special damages, 252; subrogation, 378, 467. 


Death—aliens, 83; asset of estate, 119; burden 
of proof, 83; damages, 119; employer's la- 
bility act, 414; expectancy, 161; eyewitnesses, 
467; minor, 252; presumption, 102, 180, 198; 
presumption of, 359; presumption of care, 
216; removing trespasser, 138; self-defense, 
119; seven years’ absence, 234; wantonness, 
119. 


Dedication—acceptance, 199, 270, 467; evidence, 
48; implied, 467; intent, 288; parol, 288; 
plats, 450; platted streets, 199; revocation, 
270; test of, 342. 


Deeds—attesting witness, 342; blank space, 324; 
burden of proof, 378; condition precedent, 
199; condition subsequent, 216, 234; confi- 
dential relation, 450; consideration, 378, 467; 
construction, 216, 398; delivery, 48, 83; 
duress, 414; estoppel, 22, 342; fraud, 359; 
habendum, 431; habendum clause, 467; in- 
tention delivery, 324; interlineation, 324; 
mutual mistake, 324; plats, 450; ratification, 
83; recital of consideration, 288; registra- 
tion, 161; reservation and exception, 48; 
reversion, 180; surrounding circumstances, 
83; undue influence, 48, 216, 467. 


Depositions—action, 288; deceased witness, 83; 
notary public, 234. 


Descent and Distribution—burden of proof, 102; 
contingent estate, 467; deed by heir, 119; 
full faith, 161; heir, 360: lex rei sitae, 450; 
partial intestacy, 234; reservation in deed, 
216; right of heir, 180; vested interest, 306. 


Discovery—production of papers, 468. 


Dismissal and nonsuit—prematurity, 288. 


Disturbance of Public Assemblage—intent, 161. 


Divorce—abusive language, 342; alimony, 119, 
180, 306, 324, 342, 378; alimony installments, 
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450; burden of proof, 342; community prop- 
erty, 414; contempt, 119; counsel fees, 450; 
creature of statute, 180; cruel treatment, 
342; custody of children, 306; defenses, 270; 
Decree pro confesso, 288; dower, 83; estop- 
pel, 199; foreign judgment, 431; grounds 
for, 450; habitual drunkenness, 468; im- 
potency, 48; infancy, 102;. intoxication, 450; 
jurisdiction, 270; pleading, 102; modifying 
decree, 48, 119; nature of action, 398; prop- 
erty rights, 22; remedy, 342; residence, 161; 
res judicata, 468; setting aside decree, 48; 
sporadic quarrels, 119; trial, 180. 


Domicile—defined, 161; residence, 252; test of, 
468. 


Dower—antenuptial agreement, 102; consum- 
mate, 306; contingent interest, 324; home- 
stead, 102; tenancy in common, 199; ten- 
ancy at will, 468. 


Drunkards—contracts, 138. 


Easements—breach of contract, 360; dedication, 
378; deeds, 414; destruction, 252; necessity 
for, 468; obstructing, 161; overhanging 
eaves, 84; permissive use, 468; private road- 
way, 431; quality of, 324; reservation by 
grantor, 270. 


* Bjectments—accretions, 84; burden of proof, 
342; common source of title, 252; dismissal 
of action, 450; equity, 119; equitable estop- 
pel, 270; married woman, 22; nonsuit, 102; 
Pleading, 432; source of title, 138; trespass- 
er, 22. 


Election of remedies—cestui que trust, 450; es- 
toppel, 119; vested rights, 48. 


Electricity—care, 22, 102, 180; insulation, 378; 
negligence, 199, 252; rates, 288; res ipsa 
loquitur, 216. 


Eimbezzlement—definition, 22, 398; demand, 360, 
414; estoppel, 102; partner, 216; promissory 
note, 120. 


Eminent Domain—abutting owner, 342; addition- 
al exercise, 84; additional public use, 324; 
additional servitude, 199; comparing prop- 
erty, 48;. compensation, 180; damages, 234; 
easement, 22; electricity, 84; police power, 
234; public use, 120; restrictive covenants, 
199; right of, 306; riparian rights, 324; 
statutory construction, 216; taking of prop- 
erty, 234. 


Equity—carelessness of attorney, 378; cloud on 
title, 432; consideration, 378; defenses, 342; 
displacing lien, $4; disposition of cause, 
468; executory contracts, 252; forfeiture, 
65; injunction, 199; jurisdiction, 22, 84, 270, 


360; laches, 120, 342, 414; master’s report, 
252; multifariousness, 252; multiplicity of 
suits, 180; parties, 181, 398; probate admin- 
istration, 252; remedy at law, 102; specific 
performance, 138; stale demands, 48, 138; 
trust property, 22. 


Estates—merger, 120. 


Estoppel—after acquired title, 360; bills and 
notes, 288; claimant of, 324; deeds, 450; 
donee of power, 306; effect of, 65; garnishee, 
432; mortgagee, 288; mortgages, 234; nature 
of, 360; restitution,, 84; water and water 
courses, 252. 


Evidence—abbreviation, 360; accrediting wit- 
ness, 199; admissibility, 102, 120, 216, 398; 
admissions, 398; adverse presumptions, 120; 
assignment for creditors, 378; book entries, 
65; books, 22; boundaries, 161; copies, 234; 
competancy, 306; cross-examination, 84; 
deceased witness, 360; duplicate notice, 360; 
dying declarations, 468; experts, 342; ex- 
pert testimony, 181, 378; foreign law, 65, 84; 
foreign statute, 306; good character, 161; 
handwriting, 306; hearsay, 432; hypothet- 
ical question, 48; judicial notice, 48, 65, 84, 
120, 216, 252, 270, 288, 324, 360, 378, 450; 
negative testimony, 360; non-expert, 138; 
offer of compromise, 48; parol, 120, 234; 
part of conversion, 360; patent ambiguity, 
270; possessing stolen property, 181; pre- 
sumption, 22, 48, 66, 120; primary, 22; re- 
plevin, 324; res gestae, 102, scroll, 102; 
secondary, 22; suicide, 65; telegram, 22; tele- 
phone conversation, 288; wills, 138. 


Execution—caveat emptor, 199; crop on shares, 
378; dormant judgment, 288; forthcoming 
bond, 432; levy and satisfaction, 398; pledge, 
270. 


Executors and Administrators—actions by, 120; 
appointment, 342; bequest, 270; carrying on 
business, 378, contracts of, 360; collateral 
attack, 102; courts, 181; diligence, 468; do- 
micile, 468; employing counsel, 199; equit- 
able conversion, 138; funeral expenses, 102; 
good faith, 288; instructions, 306; parties, 
120; probate court. 234; purchase by, 270; 
purchase by administrator, 84; redemption, 
234; sales, 252, 288; substituted administra- 
tor, 270; surety on bond, 84; trust fund, 
161, 181; void sale, 378; will, 138. 


Exemptions—insurance, 378; wages, 65. 


Explosives—negligence, 234; proximate cause, 
161; what are, 235. 


Factors—lien, 102. 


False Imprisonment—action for, 84; justice of 
{ the peace, 199; civil process, 270. 
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False pretenses—defenses, 288; elements of, 65, 
324; evidence, 378; inducement, 48; intent, 
306; opinion, 342. 


Fixtures—conditional sale, 216; constructive no- 
tice, 270; intention, 270; landlord and ten- 
ant, 216; printing press, 138; steel tanks, 
234; theatre chairs, 342. 


Food—liability of manufacturer, 22. 


Forcible Entry and Detainer—collateral coven- 
ants, 450. 


Forgery—evidence, 398; grantee in deed, 324; 
principal, 324. 


Fraud—burden of proof, 360; caveat emptor, 
235; confidential relation, 432; conspiracy, 
360; damages, 65; deceit, 360; diligence, 468; 
directors, 216; estoppel, 288; false repre- 
sentations, 138, 378; measure of damages, 
450; misrepresentation, 22, 84; opinions, 
161; pleading, 398; presumption, 360; reck- 
lessness representations, 342; reliance, 432; 
reliance on representations, 414; secret 
agreement, 468; suppression of truth, 65. 


Fraudulent Conveyances—badge of fraud, 199; 
cancellation, 102; creditors, 378; crops, 270; 
equity, 270; estoppel, 378; evidence, 120; 
husband and wife, 271; impeachment, 65, 
102; notice of intent, 102; parties to action, 
252, 432; preferring creditor, 120; presump- 
tion, 306; pro rata distribution, 181; recov- 
ery by grantor, 216; relationship, 48, 252; 
retention of possession, 398; setting aside, 
288; voluntary, 306. 


Frauds, Statute of—contract without, 84; debt 
of another, 102; defense, 22; debt of an- 
other, 360; debt of third person, 360; evi- 
dence, 65, 432; oral contract, 102, 138, 342, 
414; original agreement, 288; independent 
agreement, 48, 162; interest in land, 324; 
lease, 65; memorandum, 102, 271, 288, 360; 
mutual wills, 398; oral acceptance, 199; 
parol contract, 138, 271; parol evidence, 306; 
parol gift, 120; parol evidence, 468; parol 
lease, 324; part performance, 138, 216, 288, 
306, 398; partnership, 342; partnership in 
land, 324, 450; practice, 288; priority, 450; 
real estate, 65; rewards, 468; sufficient writ- 
ing, 120; surety, 432; trees, 432; verbal lease, 
102; waiver, 162. 


Game—tright to hunt, 102. 


Gaming—borrowed money, 307; reputation, 6. 


Garnishment—ancillary, 360; attachable effects, 
324; conditional judgment, 253; debts sub- 
ject to, 65; debts garnishable, 379; judz- 
ments, 432; safety deposit box, 48; savings 





banks, 324; surety, 414; test of right to, 432; 
waiver, 432. 


Gas—explosion, 66. 


Gifts—confidential relation, 162; donatio mortis 
causa, 138; equity, 289; intervivos, 48, 379; 
pass book, 48. 


Good Will—asset, 342; damages, 361; defined, 
379; sale of business, 138. 


Grand Jury—disqualification, 23. 


Guaranty—condition precedent, 271; construc- 
tion, 307; demand, 253; indorsers, 379; modi- 
fication, 468; notice of acceptance, 432; pri- 
mary liability, 414; release, 432; sureties, 
415. ; 


Guardian and Ward—constructive notice, 120; 
equity, 120; estoppel, 343; surrogate’s juris- 
diction; 324. 


Habeas Corpus—custody of child, 48, 289; juris- 
diction, 324; remedy, 289, 324, 361, 379; sub- 
stitute for appeal, 235. 


Highways—constitutionality, 181; lability of 


county, 102; negligence, 235; overloaded 
wagon, 199; prescription, 216. 
Homestead—abandonment, 23, 84; alienation, 


289; antecedent debt, 162; beneficiary, 102; 
condemnation, 216; descent and distribution, 
23; divorce, 23; property subject to, 361; 
purchase money, 199; status of claimant, 
324; tenancy in common, 162; waiver, 181; 
water right, 343. 


Homicide—agegressor, 450; automobile, 235; by- 
stander, 235; conspiracy, 361; cooling time, 
343; defense, 307; dying declarations, 181, 
235, 271, 482; intent, 48; killing bystander, 
324; opprobrious words, 271; presumption, 
253; provoking difficulty, 361; reducing de- 
gree, 450; robbery, 181; voluntary man- 
slaughter, 450. 


Husband and Wife—action, 235; agency, 216; 
alienation of affections, 379; alimony, 432; 
antenuptial contract, 84, 216, 379, 415; com- 
munity property, 66, 307; contracts, 102, 
138, 235, 468; domicile, 415; divorce, 289; 
entireties, 49, 27, 324; estate by en- 
tireties, 343; estoppel, 66, 120; gift, 307, 
361; liability, 289; living apart, 451; mar- 
riage, 216; marital relation, 23; paraphernal 
property, 343; presumption, 23, 271; slander, 
138; suretyship, 120, 468; wife’s illness. 


Indians—citizenship, 451, 468; sales, 49. 
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Indemnity—action for, 379; guaranty, 432; joint 
tortfeasors, 66; notice to indemnitor, 66; 
public policy, 138; replevin bond, 271; tort- 
feasors, 84. 


Indictment and Information—accessory, 66; 
courts, 289; date, 49; forgery and uttering, 
253; seduction, 66; variance, 271. 


Infants—agents of, 289; avoiding conveyance, 
49; disaffirmance, 162, 361; emancipation, 
432; equity, 120; estoppel, 103, 253; guardian 
ad litem, 415; majority, 451; necessaries, 23; 
ratification, 199, 432. 


fees, 181; breach of con- 
tract, 49, 103; building restrictions, 253; 
damages, 181; encroachments, 162; equity, 
235; fraud, 181; irreparable injury, 23; labor 
union, 468; laches, 253; liability on bond, 
324; juvenile court, 271; mandatory, 343; 
nominal damages, 162; notice of order, 103; 
parties, 45f; political rights, 271; public 
officers, 415; remedy at law, 23, 103; viola- 
tion of ordinance, 415. 


Injunction—attorney 


Innkeepers—guest, 23; insurers, 307; loss of 


goods, 324. 


49; 
289; 


49; guardian, 
negligence, 


Insane Persons—contracts, 
guardian ad litem, 451; 
sale by guardian, 162. 


Insolvency—Evidence, 66. 


Insurance—accident, 23; agency, 451; applica- 
tion for, 199; assignment, 451; assigning 
policy, 451; blanket policy, 361; burden of 
proof, 139; by-laws, 289; change of bene- 
ficlary, 103; changes in constitution, 181; 
conditions, 379; construction, 432; custom, 
162; disease from injury, 324; estoppel, 103, 
271, 325, 379, 451, 468; evidence, 289; fidelity 
company, 325; foreign corporations, 415; 
forfeiture, 162, 199, 235, 271, 361; fraternal, 
49, 307; fraternal benefit, 66; fraternal so- 
ciety, 326; indemnity, 217,: 325, 468; iron- 
safe clause, 120, 162, 432; insuring agent, 
84; insurable interest, 325, 469; insurability, 
379; interest in, 307; law governing, 84; 
laws of society, 84; material representa- 
tions, 162; mortgage clause, 271; mortgages, 
361; notice to injury, 162; notice of loss, 
469; place of contract, 253; premium notes, 
199; printed clauses, 307; proofs of death, 
66; proximate cause, 289; ratification, 469; 
receiver, 235; reformation of policy, 415; 
regulation, 199; renewal, 469; special agent, 
432; stipulation, 235; subrogation, 253, 415; 
tending assessments, 325; total loss, 271; 
unconditional ownership, 451; vacancy per- 
mit, 307; valued policy, 235; vested interest, 
432; voluntary exposure, 217; wagering 
policy, 217; waiver, 66, 120, 289, 325, 343, 415, 


432; warranties, 85, 103, 162, 325. 
« 
Interest—disputed account, 361; equity, 253; 


implied, 139; judgment in tort, 379; penalty, 





432; unliquidated damages, 49; wrongful de- 
lay, 120; wrongful withholdings, 432. 





Intoxicating Liquors—evidence, 49, 343, 469; 
near beer, 49; nuisance, 379. 

Joint Stock Companies—officers, 469; preferred 
shares, 343. 

Joint Tortfeasors—partial satisfaction, 103. 


Judges—disqualification, 23. 


Judgment—amendment, 307; authority of at- 
torney, 361; bar, i81; collateral attack, 66, 
120; default, 49, 235, 325; equitable relief, 
271; estoppel, 253; evidence, 235, 307; fed- 
eral court, 199; findings of law, 181; fraud, 
343; full faith and credit, 307; injunction, 
120; interest, 66; jurisdiction, 162; law of the 
case, 181; modification, 66; non obstante 
verdicto, 85, 271; opening default, 66; per- 
jury, 379; process, 120; res judicata, 23, 49, 
103, 235, 325, 451, 469; service by publica- 
tion, 253; setting aside, 469; single recovery, 
103; tortfeasors, 217; warrant of attorney, 
120. 


Judicial Sales—confirmation, 469; public policy, 
325; voidable, 199; withdrawal of bid, 361. 





abandonment, 451; apart- 
ment house, 103; breach of covenant, 162; 
common = stairway, 253; contract, 235; 
covenant of renewal, 433; “damage by the 
elements,” 343; duty to repair, 343; estop- 
pel, 289; eviction, 235; evidence, 66; fire es- 
capes, 23; forfeiture, 85; holding over, 379; 
injunction, 451; injury to freehold, 162; in- 
jury to tenant, 469; lease, 181; merger, 66; 
possessory right, 49; mutuality, 23; nuisance, 
66; oral agreement, 49; oral letting, 433; 
partial eviction ,289, 307; possession of land- 
lord, 217; prescriptive title, 379; repairs, 
451, 469; rescission, 325, 343; secret lease, 
325; statute of frauds, 66, 325; subletting, 
235, 271, 379; surrender, 235; unlawful de- 
tainer, 271; waiver, 103, 343; warranty in 
letting, 361. 


Landlord and Tenant 


Larceny—asportation, 253; confederate, 433; evi- 
dence, 379; possession of stolen property, 
298; recent possession, 162; variance, 289. 


Libel and Slander—action for, 103; actionable, 
66; apology, 271; burden of proof, 469; 
charge of drunkenness, 415; evidence, 469; 


good faith, 49; imputing malice, 121; in- 
jury invited, 271; innuendo, 217; issues, 66; 
justification, 289; libel per se, 23, 162, 139, 
361, 433; malice, 85, 433; mitigation, 67; 
newspaper article, 469; other publications, 
85; posting mortgage fforeclosure, 217; 
privilege, 307, 415; punitive damages, 217; 
report of judicial proceedings, 139; slander 
of title, 181, 235; slander per se, 217; spe- 
cial damages, 85. 
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Licenses—franchise, 307; revocation, 23. 
Liens—agreement for, 451. 


Life Estates—enlargement, 121; income, 415; 
joinder of parties, 121; payment of liens, 
121; stock earnings, 49. 


Limitation of Actions—accrual of action, 103, 
163, 253; accrual of right, 49; amendment, 
67; amending pleading, 271; administrator’s 
debt, 433; change of party, 451; continuing 
nuisance, 325; discovery of frauds, 67; 
executors, 103; new cause of action, 451; 
non-residence, 49; payment of interest, 103; 
shortening period, 379; starting point, 199, 
379; 415; suspension, 361; time and essence, 
67; United States as party, 451. 


Livery Stable Keeper—mental distress, 289. 
Logs and Logging—license, 67. 
Lotteries—contract, 217. 


Malicious Prosecution—action for, 181; advice 
of attorney, 67; attachment, 325; attorney 
fees, 415; burden of proof, 289; evidence, 
85; inferring malice, 85; injunction, 271; in- 
vestigator of, 379; pleadings, 271; process, 
469; probable cause, 85, 217; unconstitutional 
statute, 181. 


Mandamus—beneficial association, 67; minis- 
trial duty, 469; remedy, 85; public! juris, 
415; superintending control, 67. 


Marriage—annulment, 469; common law, 181; 
foreign law, 379; pari delicto, 139; pre- 
sumption of legitimacy, 343; proof of, 307; 
status, 415. 


Master and Servant—action for salary, 121; 
amusement park, 433; assumption of risk, 
85, 139, 253, 272, 307, 325, 343, 361, 451; blast- 
ing, 235; burden of proof, 235; constitution- 
al law, 379; contributory negligence, 23, 
199; dangerous machinery, 307; defective ap- 
pliance, 217; discharge, 325; duty of mas- 
ter, 85; employee defined, 469; employers’ 
liability act, 200; federal employes, 307; 
fellow servants, 103, 235, 253, 451; guarding 
machinery, 103, 272; hours of labor, 253; in- 
dependent contractor, 55, 217; injuries, 67; 
instructions, 67; liability, 139; master’s busi- 
ness, 163; master’s duty, 23, 469; mere acci- 
dent, 67; minor, 181; negligence, 289, 469; 
ordinary care, 23; other employment, 200; 
place of accident. 199; pleading, 67, 451; 
police power, 307; presumption, 23; promise 
to repair, 85; proximate cause, 235, 325, 
469; res ipsa loquitur, 253; respondeat su- 
perior, 325; rules and regulations, 235, 307, 
343, 415; safe appliances, 121; safety appli- 





ance act, 433; unguarded machinery, 23; 
safe-guarding machinery, 200; safe place, 
49, 200, 272, 289, 433; specific directions, 
253; statutory requirement, 181; verdict, 139; 
vice principal, 139, 181, 236, 253, 325; viola- 
tion of rules, 379; warning, 139, 343; wound- 
ed employe, 253; wrongful discharge, 200, 
379. 


Mayhem—statutory construction, 307. 


Mechanics’ Liens—commerce law, 325; construc- 
tion, 182; destruction of building, 343; en- 
forcement, 415; excess payments, 380; legal 
rights, 380; materials furnished, 217, 289; 
notice to owner, 49, 469; right to file, 343; 
several structures, 433; statutory action, 451; 
subcontractor, 85; substantial performance, 
325, 451; surety, 103; test of, 139. 


Mines and Minerals—forfeiture, 139; location, 
217; natural gas, 103; partnership, 415; 
rescinding lease, 139; rule of property, 67; 
surface rights, 253. 


Money received—action for, 67, 217; duress, 325. 


Monopolies—anti-trust act, 85; contract, 139; in- 
fringers, 451; police power, 451; practice, 
325. 


Mortgages—absolute deed, 85; additional] loans, 
103; aliened property, 49; appointment of 
trustees, 253; assignment, 139; assumption, 
236; assumption by purchaser, 469; attorney 
fee, 415; caveat emptor, 415; comity, 272; 
condition broken, 289; conditional sale, 325; 
deed, 121; district contracts, 49; estoppel, 
290; executors and administrators, 307; fail- 
ure of consideration, 289; foreclosure, 139, 
415; forfeiture, 217; fraudulent grantee, 
380; illegality, 23; indorsement on note, 
451; injunction, 200; lex loci, 85; maturity 
of debt, 433; maturity of note, 182; me- 
chanics’ lien; 451; parol evidence, 451; pay- 
menf, 28, 290; personal liability, 121; place 
of contract, 121; possession under, 182; pri- 
ority, 182; release, 307; reserved privilege, 
49; security for debt, 325; surrounding cir- 
cumstances, 121; void agreement, 23; wrong- 
ful foreclosure, 121. 


Municipal Corporations—automobiles, 182; build- 
ing line, 23; change of grade, 67; contracts, 
23; corporate function, 182; defective street, 
139; doubtful powers, 344; driver on street, 
49; estoppel, 361; excavations, 49; franchise, 
469; liability, 67, 307; legislative power, 200; 
notice, 272, 325; nuisance, 200, 272; obstruct- 
ing streets, 85; ordinance, 139; pedestrian, 
23, 67, 163; police power, 290, 469; primary 
liability, 163; public service corporations, 
361; public travel, 85; special assessment, 
182; street improvement, 307; streets and 
highways, 103. 


Names—change of, 380; initials, 253; suffixes, 
290. 
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Navigable Waters—alienating bed of stream— 
139; artificial island, 103; bed of stream, 67; 
drawbridge, 200; boom companies, 121; 
boundaries, 49; islands, 452; meanders, 290; 
riparian owner, 85, 361; salt water, 50. 


Negligence—Action for, 103; aggravation of in- 


jury, 308; attractive nuisances, 326; child, 
121, 217; concurrence, 452; co-operating 
cause, 50; contributory, 272, 290; defined, 
361; fire escape, 469; general verdict, 50; 


imputability, 85, 121, 103, 362; inference of, 
361; invitee, 217, 362, 380; last chance, 218, 
290; licensees, 308; manufacturer, 67; omis- 
sion of duty, 272; obvious danger, 67; ordin- 
ary care, 236; presumption, 121, 362, 433; 
proximate cause, 200, 253, 326, 416, 452, 469; 
reasonable care, 24; rescue of another, 452; 
right of action, 85; sure to child, 67; volun- 
tary exposure, 67. 


New Trial—damages, 380; separable issues, 433. 


Notice—duty of inquiry, 344. 


Notaries—negligence, 200. 


Novation—defined, 85; discharge, 24; new party, 
163; test, 182. 


Nuisance—abutting owners, 380; damages, 24; 
defenses, 362; eminent domain, 182; injunc- 
tion, 254; livery stable, 433; noxious gases, 
272; special injury, 272, 326. 


Officers—de facto, 433; liability, 50. 


Officers Salary—presumption, 326. 


Parent and Child—contributory negligence, 163; 
imputable negligence, 200; in loco parentis, 
452; liability, 452; minor child, 433; phy- 
sicians, 103; settlement, 182. 


Parties—amendment, 163. 


Partition—determinable fee, 
kind, 68; husband and wife, 103; parties, 
163; remainderman, 470; sale, 470; setting 
aside sale, 200; unknown owner, 103. 


86; divisibllity in 


Partnership—assumption of ‘indebtedness, 85; 
attempted,.incorporation, 254; authority of 
partner, 290; bills and notes, 200; burden of 
proof, 272, 344; defective incorporation, 416; 
dissolution, 200, 433; estoppel, 121; evidence, 
236; exemption, 326; facts constituting, 
326; holding out, 68, 254; joint and severable 
debt, 416; degal entity, 380; libel, 103; no- 
tice, 68; priorities, 433; realty, 68, 272; sur- 
viving partner, 85; test, 217, 326; tortfeasors, 
416. 





Party Walls—agreement, 50; opening windows, 
416; possession, 308. 


Patents—anti-trust law, 218; burden of proof, 
139; novelty, 218. 


Payment—application of, 104; burden of proof, 
68, 236, 380; check, 433; mistake, 433; pre- 
sumption, 139, 163. 


Pawnbrokers—conversion, 326. 


Penalties—pleading, 416. 

Perjury—burden of proof, 121; evidence, 121; 
former acquittal, 86; materiality, 452. 

Perpetuities—rule of, 163; rule against, 254; 


suspension of alienation, 121; wills, 433. 


Physicians and Surgeons—agent of patient, 344; 
emergency, 326; malpractice, 452; negli- 
gence, 140; x-ray, 272. 


Pleading—abatement, 182; evidence, 344. 


Pledges—action, 218; conversion, 200; foreclos- 
ur2, 163; innocent pledgee, 254; nature of, 
362; sale of collateral, 236. 


Principal and Agent—agency, 254, 290; apparent 
authority, 68, 104, 121, 140, 470; burden of 


proof, 433; contracts, 218; delegating au- 
thority, 104; disclosed principal, 470; dis- 
closure of principal, 434; good faith, 182; 


implied authority; 86,140, 470; liability, 121, 
163; notice, 308; 434; proxies, 380; power of 
attorney, 50; ratification, 308; revocation, 
380; rescission, 362; scope of authority, 86; 
scope of agency, 200, 218, 236; sealed in- 
strument, 308; secret instructions, 326; tort 
by agent, 24; undisclosed principal, 50, 68, 
236; usury, 163. 


Principal and Surety—burden of proof, 236; col- 
lateral securities, 163; co-sureties, 452; con- 
sideration, 24; contribution, 86, 272; dis- 
charge of surety, 104, 218; employee's bond, 


254; evidence, 344; guarantor, 416; injunc- 
tion, 272; negotiable instruments law, 236; 
release of surety, 24, 163, 290, 434, 470; 


rights of surety, 163; strictissimi juris, 


104; surety company, 344. 
Process—strict construction, 24. 
308. 


Prostitution—common law, 


Quieting Title—burden of proof, 121, 254; es- 
toppel, 380; parties, 308; possession, 470; re- 
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moving cloud, 68, 218; unoccupied lands, 
326. 


Reference—accounts, 24. 


Rallroads—assault and battery, 140; child, 24; 
comparative care, 24; crossing, 163, 236; 
inspection, 470; interest, 163; kicking cars, 
200; licensees, 163, 236, 272; locomotive 
sparks, 380; merger, 416; negligence per se, 
308; notice, 308; street crossing, 68; tres- 
Passer, 308, 434; trespassing animals, 86, 
470; violating ordinance, 121; wantonness, 
50; warning, 68, 236. 


Rape—corroboration, 308; evidence, 140; stat- 
utory rape, 470; threats, 344. 


Receivers—caveat emptor, 452; leave to sue, 362. 


Receivership—liens, 470. 


Receiving Stolen Goods—intent, ' 380. 


Receipts—parol evidence, 86, 308. 


Reference—practice, 50. 


Reformation—equity, 182. 


Reformation of Instruments—evidence, 380; 
laches, 163; mistake of judgment, 344; mu- 
tual mistake, 163, 272, 326, 416, 434, 470; 
right of action, 272. 


Release—consideration, 104, 163; false repre- 
Sentations, 104; impeaching, 86; joint tort- 
feasors, 86; mistake, 104; tender, 50; un- 
liquidated damages, 362. 


Religious Societies—ecclesiastical courts, 434; 
lex domicilia, 68; temporalities, 104; title 
to property, 121. 


Remainders—gift over, 121; termination, 200; 
validity, 470. 


Removal of Causes—employer’s liability act, 
416; federal question, 326; fraudulent join- 
der, 254; judicial code, 452. 


Robbery—overt act, 68. 
Replevin—action in, 50; demand, 434. 
Rewards—revocation, 290; action, 182, 326. 


Sales—agreement, 164; breach of contract, 182, 


326; 344; 362; 380, 416; conditional accept- ! 





ance, 344; condition precedent, 380; condi- 
tional sales, 290, 308, 470; cancellation, 
254; consideration, 68; contract, 50; dam- 
ages, 86; damages on rescission, 200; 
deed, 164; default by purchaser, 362; 
delivery, 416; delivery, f. o. b., 164; 
dishonored check, 104; estoppel, 434; evi- 
dence, 236; false representation, 434; ‘m- 
plied warranty, 50, 254, 326; individual con- 
tract, 326; inferior goods, 104; inspection, 
122, 344; intent, 50; material representa- 
tion, 416; measure of damages, 308; mis- 
take of fact, 272; notice of unlawful, 164; 
offer, 416; option, 50, 104; performance, 416; 
place of delivery, 380; price, 344; priority, 
24; refusal to accept, 434, 470; repudiation, 
122; recission, 122, 164, 218, 254, 308, 380, 
484; retention of title, 254; sales act, 416; 
sample, 380; seller’s disability, 434; sever- 
able, 236; “sold,” 104; special manufacture, 
140; stoppage in transitu, 452; time of re- 
cission, 164; transfer of title, 122; violation 
of contract, 24; waiver, 24, 164, 308; war- 
ranties, 122, 218, 236, 434. 


Seduction—condonation, 236; damages, 24. 

Set-Off and Counterclaim—law of forum, 362; 
loss of profits, 24; partnership, 68; recoup- 
ment, 122, 380. 


Sheriffs and Constables—colore officii, 50; wrong- 
ful levy, 122. 


Shipping—charter party, 122. 


Specific Performance—action for, 236; adequate 
consideration, 308; arbitration, 344; burden 
of proof, 380; condition precedent, 254; con- 
ditions of, 326; contract, 140; delay, 122; 
depreciation of property, 86; enforcement, 
122; equity, 218, 254, 434; ° evidence, 24; 
judicial discretion, 362; laches, 50; neces- 
Sary parties, 452; parol agreement, 164; 
parties, 50, 68; part performance, 272; per- 
sonal property, 50; sale of land, 50; statute 
of frauds, 272; time of essence, 308; unper- 
formed condition, 452; vesting title, 344; 
waiver, 254. 


Statutes—repeal by implication, 140. 


Street Railroads—competition; 236; franchise, 
470; motorman, 434; negligence, 470; negli- 
gence per se, 362 presumption, 164, 362; 
proper warnings, 86; right to street, 164. 


Subrogation—limitation on, 452; mortgage, 24; 
surety, 452. 


Subscriptions—fraud, 164; nature of, 182. 


Sunday—contracts, 182, 272, 362. 


Taxation—capital] stock, 434; inseparability, 
362; intangible property, 344; shares, 68. 


Telegraphs and Telephones—agency, 24; burden 
of proof, 182; commerce, 24; damages, 380; 
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delivery of telegram, 470; franchise, 290; 
free delivery, 290; free delivery zone, 434; 
injury to pedestrians, 50; mental anguish, 
140, 164; mental suffering, 122; negligence, 
236; non-delivery, 236; police power, 182; 
punitive damages, 140; rates, 290. 


Tenancy in Common—actions between tenants, 
140; adverse possession, 326, 344; convey- 
ance, 24; conversion, 272; exclusive posses- 
sion, 380; extracting oil, 218; improvements, 
434; tax sale, 434. 


Territories—Alaska, 164. 


Theaters and Shows, lessor, 104; seatholder, 
290. 


Time—computation, 308, 344. 


Torts—copyright, 452; damnum absque injuria, 
470; joint tortfeasors, 254, 362. 


Trade-Marks and Trade-Names—appropriation, 
140; injunction, 362; unfair competition, 254, 
416. - 


Trade Unions—ultra vires, 326. 


Trespass—aiding and encouraging, 68; damages, 
104; defined, 362; election of remedy, 254. 


Trover and Conversion—damages, 140; defined, 
122; personal property, 290. 


Trusts—acceptance, 164; attorney and client, 
140; attorney fees, 434; commingling funds, 
86; confidential relation, 272; discretion of 
court, 362; dissolution, 308; dividends, 218; 
election of remedies, 452; evidence, 24, 68; 
express, 218; fiduciary relation, 452; fraud, 
218; guardian de sou tort, 104; insurance, 
~v4; joint adventures, 86; laches, 416; ming- 
ling funds, 272; parol evidénce, 272, 308, 
344; parol trust, 452; parties, 68; partner- 
ship, 344; precatory trust, 86; resignation 
of trustee, 290; resulting trust, 122, 164, 200, 
218, 416, 452; statute of uses, 308; title, 122; 
trustees, 140; wills, 182, 200. 


United States, estoppels, 326; implied contract, 
86. 


Usury—contract for, 218; device to conceal, 164; 
existence of, 182; guaranty, 24; intent, 362; 
parol evidence, 24; pleading, 104. 





Vendor and Purchaser—abatement of price, 
254; abstract of title, 434; assumption of 
debt, 326; burden of proof, 140, 218; caveat 
emptor, 104; certificate, of title, 86; con- 
structive notice, 24, 104, 140, 272, 434; fraud, 
236, 344; innocent purchaser, 470; liens, 164; 
marketable title, 68, 290; misrepresentation, 
434; notice, 68, 290; notice from possession, 
104; notice of trust, 104; option, 122, 380; 
prescription, 50; record title, 24; refusal by 
purchaser, 86; rescission, 164, 236, 326, 344; 
sufficient deed, 104; tender, 164; time of es- 
sence, 122; unrecorded deed, 380, 416; ven- 
dor’s lien, 416, 470. 


Venue—simulated transfer, 326. 
Verdict—special findings, 24; ultimate facts, 86. 


Warehouseman—instructions of bailor, 362; 
warehouse receipts, 290. 


Waters and Water Courses—appropriation, 416; 
common law, 308; consumers, 122; diver- 
sion, 164; negligence, 182; overflow, 24, 68; 
parties to action, 326; percolations, 326; pre- 
scription, 344; prior appropriation, 50, 236; 
ravine, 344; riparian owner, 236; rules for 
employees, 182; surface water, 398; waiver, 
362. 


Wills—accumulating income, 122; adopted chil- 
dren, 68, 326; burden of proof, 398; 470; 
capacity, 50; codicil, 380, 434; condition sub- 
sequent, 362; consent by infant, 122; con- 
struction, 24, 86, 104, 164, 200, 218, 236, 272, 
290, 326, 344, 416, 452, 470; contest, 254; con- 
tract, 290, 398; deed, 164; devisees, 200; es- 
toppel, 218, 470; executors and trustees, 
122; extrinsic evidence, 434; family settle- 
ment, 182; fraud, 416; furure estates, 104; 
gift causa mortis, 50; holographic will, 218; 
illegal in part, 140; indefinitemess, 362; in- 
sane delusion, 86, 140; intent, 182; inten- 
tion, 68, 164, 398; interlineations, 254; in- 
testacy, 308; joint will, 398; jus disponendi, 
86; legacy, 122; legatees, 434; legitimate in- 
fluence, 86; lex rei sitae, 470; noncupative 
will, 122; posthumous child, 470; presump- 
tion, 218, 470; probate, 18; promise of legacy, 
163; promissory note, 254; process, 308; 
reciprocal wills, 86; residuary clause, 416; 
restraint on marriage, 164; revocation, 122, 
308; Shelley’s case, 452; specific legacy, 68, 
290; specific performance, 308; testament- 
ary capacity, 68, 86, 140, 380, 398; trustees, 
254; undue influence, 24, 86, 122, 140, 326, 
416; validity, 140; widow’s election, 272. 


Witnesses—cross-examination, 140, 


Work and Labor—conferring benefit, 290; gratu- 
ity, 104. 
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POCOHANTAS, 
W. A. Jackson. 

PRESCOTT. 


Randolph P. Hamby. 


RECTOR. 

Z. B. Harrison, 
ROGERS. 

E. M. Fowler. 

. U. Funk. 

Thomas & Garrott, 
RUSSELVILLE. 

J. T. Bullock. 

J. G Wallace. 
SEARCY. 

John S. De Bois. 

Harry Neely. 
SHERIDAN. 

Thos. E. Toler. 

D. E. Waddell, 
TEXARKANA. 

M. E. Sanderson. 
VAN BUREN. 

L. H. Southmayd. 
WALDRON. 

A. F. Smith. 
WASHINGTON. 

W. H. Etter. 
WARREN. 

J. D. Balfour. 

J. C. Clary. 


CALIFORNIA. 


ALTURAS. 
Hon. Clarence E. 


BANNING. 

Geo. L. Wing. 
BISHOP. 

A. H. Swallow. 
CHICO. 

Park Henshaw. 
COLUSA. 

Hon. H. M. Albery. 

Ernest Weyand. 
CRESCENT CITY. 

Geo. W. Howe. 
EL CENTRO. 

George H. P. Shaw. 
EUREKA. 

Denver Sevier. 

John A. Prentice. 
FRESNO. 

F. H. Short. 
GRASS VALLEY. 

John Mulroy. 
HOLLISTER, 

Gilmore Agnew. 
KENNETT. 

Harry Donnell. 


Raker. 








LAKEPORT. 
Patrick R. Jourdain. 


LONG BEACH. 
Hon. T. A. Sherwood. 


LOS ANGELES. 


James H. Blanchard. 

E. L. Brady. 

Leon French. 

Gibson, Trask, Dunn 

& Crutcher. 

Ben Goodrich. 

Walter J. Hoegan. 

Hickcox & 
Crenshaw. 

W. J. Hunsaker. 

Geo. S. Hupp. 

A. W. Hutton. 

Job Harriman. 

Lynn Helm. 

R. P. Jennings. 

Howell Jones. 

L. W. Jutten. 

Ss. V. Lanett. 

A. S. Longley. 

Warren E. Lloyd. 

Louis Luckel. 

McKenna & 
McKenna. 

E. E. Milliken, 

John W. Mitchell. 


R, T. Quinn. 
Paran F. Rice, 
Clair S. Tappan. 
Jas. V. Upson. 
OAKLAND. 
Wm. M. Austin. 
Harmon Bell. 
R. M. Fitzgerald. 
Dudley Kinsell. 
James G. Quinn, 
PASADENA, 
M. B. Butler. 
James W. Kerr. 
PETALUMA. 
W. H. Early. 
POMONA. 
J. E. Burnham. 
W. A. Garrett. 
RED BLUFF. 
A, H. Ludeman. 
REDDING. 
Hon. J. E. Barber. 
Francis Carr. 
RIVERSIDE. 
c. L. McFarland. 
Thomas T. Porteous. 
Purington & Adair. 
SACRAMENTO. 
Butler & Swisler. 
Jos. D. Cornell. 
Devlin & Devlin. 
Wm. F. Renfro. 
a DIEGO. 
H. E. Doolittle. 
Sam F. Smith. 
SAN BERNARDINO. 
Herbert H. Chase. 
SAN eg gp 
Wm. M. Ab 
J. M. Blake. 
Richard Bayne. 
W. H. Chickering. 
Burke Corbet, 
Ress P. Daniels. 
F. P. Deering. 
Denson, Coolev & 
Denson. 
Chas. E. George. 
Chas. K. Harper. 
Edward C. Harrison. 
Cc. S. Heller. 
Knight & Haggerty. 
Lent & Humphrey. 
G. W. McEnerney. 
Robert R. Moody. 
Pillsbury Madison & 
Sutrow. 
Edward R. Taylor. 


| 





SAN FRANCISCO. 
Thomas Beedy & 
Lanagan. 
Frank R. Wehe. 
Wright & Wright & 
Stetson. 
BAN LUIS OBISPO. 
H. Norton. 
e.- JOSE. 
B, S. Cittenden. 
J. H. Russell. 


SAN RAFAEL, 

Chas. W. Byrnes. 

Henry Greer. 
SISSON. 

Henry McGuinness. 
STOCKTON. 

Low T. Freitas. 
TULARE. 

Cc, L. Russell. 
bab RLOCK. 

R. R. Fowler. 

W. H. Harris. 
ue = 

P. L. Edwards. 
veniaen. 

P. B. Lynch, 

JATSONVILLE. 

V. T. Lindner. 
WILLOWS. 

Frank Freeman. 
WOODLAND. 

Arthur C. Houston. 


COLORADO. 


AGUILAR. 
Fred Rustedt. 
BRECKENRIDGE. 
Barney L. Whatley. 


os th lg Cry. 
J. M. Seright. 
Chase Withrow. 
COLORADO SPRINGS. 
John T. Adams. 
Sherwin & 
Hungerford. 
Clyde L. Starrett. 
J. T. White. 


CRIPPLE CREEK. 
Boughton & Alter. 
G. A. Nevitt. 

DEL NORTE. 

Jesse C. Wiley. 


DELTA. 
George W. 
a hy 
G. K. Andrus. 
Bartels, Blood & 
Bancroft. 
Cc. Brandenburg. 
Paul M. Clark. 
D. J. Davis. 
Henry A. Dubbs. 
Ernest & Crammer 
Cc. W. Franklin. 
Hon. James E. 
eeeeeen. 
Frank E. Gov 
Horace N. Hawkins. 
John W. Helbig. 
Thos. H. Hood. 
Philip Hornbelu. 


Bruce. 


D. B. Kinkaid. 

A. A. Lee. 

Hon. R. E. Lewis. 
J. P. K. McCollum. 
McKnight & Henry. 


Frank A. Pettibone. 
Cc. H. Redmond. 
Pershing & 

Titsworth. 
R. D. Reesi 
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DENVER. 

H. Riddell. ? 

W. T. Rogers. 

Douglas A, Roller. 

Geo. H. Thorne. 

H. B. Wood. 
EATON. 

Louis B. Reed. 
FLORENCE. 

George H. Wilkes. 
FT. COLLINS. 

R. M. Fleming. 

Fred W. Stow. 
rT. MORGAN, 

Walter S. Coen. 
GRAND JUNCTION. 

S. M. Logan. 

Guy V. Sternberg. 
GREELEY. 

F. J. Green. 


James W. ecreery. 


Elbert C. Smith. 


Wm. Hall Thompson. 


Charles D. Todd. 
HOLYOKE. 

W. D. Kelsey. 
IDAHO SPRINGS. 

L. Collom. 

E. L. Regennitter. 
LA JUNTA. 

Fred A. Sabin 
LONGMONT. 

Henry E. Brennan, 

Albert Dakan. 

Jacob S. Schley. 
MONTE VISTA. 

Jas. P. Veerkamp. 
PAONTA. 

Baxter & Stone. 

M. D. Vincent. 
PUEBLO, 

R. A. Crossman. 

T. H. Devine. 
RIFLE. 

John E. Ethell. 
SALIDA. 
D. L. Carter. 
STEAMBOAT SPGS. 
A. M. Gooding. 
STERLING. 

Jas. R. Patterson. 
TELLURIDE. 

L. W. Allen. 
TRINIDAD. 

E. Chacon. 


J. & Hendrick. 


WALSENBURG. 
J. A. J. Valdes, 


CONNECTICUT. 


BRIDGEPORT 


Cullinan & Cullinan. 


HARTFORD. 
Hon. W. F. Henny. 
Louis H. Katz. 
LITCHFIELD. 
Thomas F. Ryan. 


——- BRITAIN. 
F. Gaffney. 


NEW HAVEN. 
Watrous & Day. 
James E. Wheeler. 


NEW LONDON. 
Arthur B. Calkins. 
Chas. E. Hickey. 


NORWALK. 
Warner & 


Goldschmidt. 


SO. NORWALK. 
John H. Light. 
Linxweiler & 


Hegeman. 





‘STAMFORD 


Russell Porter 


Clark. 


Taylor & Jenkins. 


WATERBURY. 
Jno. L. Gaffney. 
Chas. G. Root. 


DELAWARE. 


, WILMINGTON. 


Marvel, Marvel & 
w 


olcott. 


John P. Nields. 
J. H. Whiteman. 


WASHINGTON, D. C, 


WASHINGTON. 
Britton & Gray. 
Arthur W. Brown. 
Chapin Browne. 
John Byrne & Co. 
Geo. C. Gertman. 
Leo P. Harlow. 
Frank J. Hogan. 
Hon. J. R. Lamar. 


Hon. Horace Lurton. 


J. M. McLachien. 
Paca Oberlin. 
H. T. Taggart. 
Hon. Willis Van 


Devanter. 
Cc. Waters, Jr. 


James 
Philip Walker. 


Hon. Edward White. 


Irving Williamson, 
FLORIDA. 


ARCADIA. 
W. D. Bell. 
Leitner & Leitner. 
R. E. Brown. 
BARTOW. ; 
R. B. Hubbaker. 
H. K. Olliphant. 
W. S. Preston. 
Wilson & Wilson. 
BONIFAY. 
Chas. R. Mathis. 


BRADENSTOWN. 

J. L. Collier. 
CHRTIPLEY. 

Butler & Bruce. 
DADE CITY. 

E. F. Green. 

E. P. Wilson. 
DE FUNICK SPGS. 

Daniel Campbell 


& Son. 


W. W. Flournoy. 


FORT OGDEN. 
Cc. C. Morgan. 


GAINESVILLE. 
E. G. Baxter. 
Evans Hails. 

INVERNESS. 
Thos, P. Lloyd. 


JACKSONVILLE. 
Cc. D. Abbott. 


Gary W. Alexander. 


Butler & Cowan. 
D. C. Campbell. 
Carter & McCollum. 
Cockrill & Cockrill. 
J. C. Cooper, Jr. 
E. J, L. Engle. 
Frank L. Daney. 

F. M. Durrance. 

I. L. Farris. : 
Kay, Doggett & 


Smith. 


E. L. McClure. 
W. T. McCaffery. 
Marks, Marks & 


Holt. 


Jacob Meirowitz. 





JACKSONVILLE. 
Richard C. Merritt. 
A. Y. Milam. 

P. H. Odom. 
Daniel A. Simmons. 
Harry C. Stevens. 

JASPER. 

Mallory F. Horne. 

KEY WEST. 

J. Vining Harris, 

LAKE CITY. 


Robertson & Small. 


LAKELAND. 
Kelsey Blanton. 
Cc. M. Trammell. 

LEESBURG. 

Cc. N. Chesshyre. 
J. B. Gaines. 
W. L. Meishan. 

a 

7. 4 West. 

OCcAL 
ee Bell. 

Wm. M. Gober. 
H. M. Hampton. 
W. K. Lewadski. 
G. C. McClure. 
Spencer & Spencer. 

ORLANDO. 

Dickinson & 


Dickinson. 


Massey & Warlow. 
PALATKA. 

S. W. Bassett, Jr. 

Julian C. Calhoun. 


PENSACOLA. 
John C. Avery. 
W. A. Blount, Jr. 
z W. Kehoe. 
Cc. Maxwell. 
S Pasco, Jr 


Sullivan & Sullivan. 


PERRY. 
W. B. Davis. 
alk gg 
J. Baxter iciinhall. 
ST. AUGUSTINE. 
David R. Dunham. 
ST. PETERSBURG. 
Roy Sore 
Geo. P. Stovall. 
STARKE. 

. BE. Knight. 
TALLAHASSEE. 
J. B. Moffett. 

Raney & Oven. 


TAMPA. = 
J. W. Frazier. 
K. I. McKay. 
W. T. Martin. 
Cc.’ B. Parkhill. 
Geo. T. Raney, Jr. 


E. Lemar Sparkman. 


TARPON SPRINGS. 
W. R. Rowland. 
WANCHULA. 
a. Yancy Teachy. 


GEORGIA. 


i we 


ARLINGTON. 

B. W. Fortson. 
ATHENS. 
J. J. Strickland. 


ATLANTA. 

H. Alexander. : 
Dorsey, Brewster, 
Howell & Heyman. 
E. Lee Dougias. 

T. A: Hammond. 
Alonza Field. f 
Hewlett & Dennis. 
James L. Key 


W. Carrol) Latimer. 


J. H. Leavitt: 


4 
+ 


+ 








ATLANTA. 

Albert BE. Mayer. 

Cc. L,; Pettigrew. 

Geo. B. Rush. 

Cc. B. Rosser,: Jr. 

Claude C, Smith. 

Burton Smith. 

Alex. W. Stephens. 

W. D. Thomson, . 

Geo. Westmoreland. 

Eben Williams, 
AUGUSTA. 

Wm, H. Fleming. . 

T. S. Lyons. 
BAINBRIDGE. 

J. P. Pelham. 
BAXLEY. 

Dave M. Warker. 
BRUNSWICK. ; 

J. T. Powell. ; 
CARNESVILLE. 

J. W. ndrum. 
CLARKSVILLE. 

J. E. Edwards 

& Son. 

MeMillan & Erwin. 


| CLAXTON. 


Colquitt Daniel. 


a ay 
W. A. Stevenson. 

CORDELE. 

F. G. Boatright. 
DALLAS. 

A, L. Bartlett. 

A. J. Camp. 
DOUGLAS. 

W. C. Bryan. 
EATONTON. 

B. Nettles Alsbrook. 
GAINESVILLE. 

A. C. Wheeler, 
HAMERVILLE. 

B. W. Cornelius. 
HAZELHURST. 

S. D. Dell. 
JEFFERSON. 

Pemberton Cooley. 
LAFAYETTE. 

Earl Jackson. 


LAGRANGE. 
A. H. Thompson, 


MACON 
A. H. Coddington. 


Walter T. Johnson. 
M. R. Lufburrow. 
R. S. Wimberly. 


MILLEN. 
James P. Brinser. 


MONTICELLO. - 
Eugene M. Baynes. 
Greene F. Johnson. 


MORGAN, 
c. J. Taylor. 


ocnas 
. Quincey. 


PELHAM. 
J. J. Hill. 


QUITMAN. 
Jno. F. McCall. 


REIDSVILLE. 
E. C. Collins. 


ROME. 
J. E. Dean, 
John H. Reece. 
ROYSTON. 
Adams & Johnston. 


SAVANNAH. : 
Ss. B. Adams. 

Cc. Cunningham, 
Guster & Gazan. 
Peter W. Meldrim. 
F. A. Morgan. 
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T. P. Ravenel. WALLACE. DECATUR. ROCK ISLAND. 
O'Byrne, Hartridge Franklin Pfirman. eee = oot Jackson, _ 
& Wright. . A. Buckingham. jo 
W. W. Osborne. " 6 McGinley & Wiley. Floyd E. Thompson. 
Geo. W. Owens. ILLINOIS. 2 ar pA pt onl SENECA. , 
Vm. B. Stephens. . C. Stanley T. J. Kelly. 
Twiggs & Gazan. ALTON. EAST ST. LOUIs. SHAWNEETOWN. 
Thomas F. Walsh, J. V. E. Marsh. Cc. B. Carroll. D. M. Kinsall. 
oy aeenone. ayRons. Kramer, Kramer SPRINGFIELD. 
EW Saffold. J.B. —— > & Campbell. Thos. F. Ferns. 
s¥ 7 TANIA. Scheu Sater > + HR. Hail. 4 
ee event. " & Hopkins. EDWARDSVILLE. STREATOR, wee. 
TTR - . urton 
TIFTON, = a ye D. H. Mudge. Wm. H. Boyce. 
WATKINSVILLE. P. H. O'Donnell. EVANSTON. “SYCAMORE. 
BRB. P a John Faissley. 
3. P. Jackson. BLOOMINGTON. —_ a Boy ot &.. >. TUSCOLA 
Ww AYCROSS. John G. Booker. mes. SS Gaus, Chas. G. Eckhart. 
Wilson, Bennett Louis Fitzhenry. FARMER CITY. WAUKEGAN. 
& Lambdin. Briracken, Young Herrick & Herrick. Cooke, Pope & Pope. 
WAYNESBORO. . - & Peir. FULTON WINCHE STER- 
1. V. Heath arry & orrissey. s 7 James Riggs. 
WINDER. Frank O. Hanson. McMahon & Rogers. 
Geo. A. Johns. Geo. F. Jordan. GALENA. INDIANA. 
CApeesDe> Hon. T. H. Hodson. 
Chester M. Turner, ‘ ANDERSON. 
‘S 7. 
IDAHO. CANTON. Oa) King, J. A. Van Osdal. 
Jesse Heylin. Williams, Lawrence | AUBURN, 
BOISE CITY. i CARTHAGE. Welsh & Green. DR 
B. & Crow. Wm. B. Riss GOLCONDO. M. F. Bohland. 
. a aos Charles J. Scofield. Ch D . . FB. 
P. E. Cavarey. as. Durfree. BEDFORD. 
Davidson & CENTRALIA. a GRIDLEY. Brooks & Brooks. 
deen gnesteen. Wm. F. Bundy. H. O. Egolt. Chas. R. Gowen. 
a og ~ ieee CHICAGO. HIGHLAND. COLTMRUS. 
S| H. Hays. a. A. orn. . P. Streuber. . 5. . 
Johnson & Johnson. Samuel Adams. JACKSONVILLE. J. F. Cox. 
Chas. F. Koelsch, Alden, Latham Wm. N. Hairgrove. | CONNERSVILLE. 
Jno. F. MacLane & Young. Edward P. Kirby. McKee, Frost 
B. W. Oppenheimer. Allen & Dolan. — KEWANEE & Elliott. 
Kare Paine. con. ee, | a Scene CRAWFORDSVILLE. 
J. T. Pence. Ashgroft & Ashcroft. s. 4 << Benj. Crane 
Richards & Haga R. W. Barger. Se Sega rT ; 
T. S. Risser. ‘Thos, R. Beman. LA_GRANGE. DANVILLE. ; 
teo. H. Rust Aug. g Binswanger. utieds Beacken. Edgar M. — 
we ’ van , 3uell & Abbey A . EAST CHICAGO. 
aa Me “ee Axel Chytraus. Neece & Elting. P. M. McColskey. 
Robt. R. Wedekind. pot gl Rg Be Te Eee BY ANSVILLE. 
INNERS FERRY ee as re XM s P. F. Darby. 
ys , oo , . 8. Cummings. T. J. Golden. Cc. B. Harris. 
— a nee: Marshall D. Ewell. MATTOON W. B. Le Masters. 
BI AL. Herman Frank. - aioe » Wenes Logsdon & Mason. 
FP. W. Monahan. Arthur A. House ¢ . le Wm. P. Miedreich 
Arthur W. Ostrom. b§ T. reo" " ko? James T. Walker. 
URLEY. Simer A mba inn. 
ae ay yp Geo, J. Kuebler, | MONMOUTH. FARMERSVILLE. 
S. T. Lowe. Prof. » 5 | J. B. Brown. H. E. epee 
‘ kh rier YNE. 
wy + ae Loesch, Scofield - "ee ees. 
Smith & Scatterday. & Loescl OLNEY. 
; 4  aeeen. | & BH. Dewhirst. Emrick & Emrick. 
CHALLIS. P. W. Loskill. - ° Samuel M. Hench. 
Milton A. Brown. Geo. E. McCaughan. | OREGON. _ NKFORT 
EMMETT. Jos. A. McInerney. Hon, J. C. Seyster. 7 M yan 
J. K. McDowell. James C. McShane. OTTAWA. depo yan, 
HAILEY A. W. Martin. wen Anderson. FRANKLIN. _ 
McFadden ana Mayer, ee = as. J. Conway. White & White. 
- . ustrian. RY. 
Broadhead, Chas. J. Michal. iy oe a ag F. Freer. 
HORSE SHOE BEND. Thos. J. Morgan. + ne ng 
Rolla Myer. Morse, McKinney entry C. Fuller. 


LEWISTON. 
James E. Rabb. 
Fred E. Rutler, 
Chas. H. Chance. 
Eugene A. Cox. 
MOSCOW. 
Lyman P. Wilson. 
POCATELLO. 
H. W. Lockhart. 
W. H. Witty. 
ST. ANTHONY. 
A. H. McConnell. 
SALMON. 
F. J. Cowan. 
SAND POINT 
John M. Flynn, 
Cc. H. Martin.* 
SHOSHONE. 
Johnson & Haddock. 
TWIN FALLS. 
James H. Wise. 








& MclIivaine. 
Edwin A. Munger. 
J. S. Murray. 
Jacob Newman. 
Wm. E. O'Neill. 
F. P. Read. 
Ryan & Cordan. 
H. A. Ritter. 
Rosenthal & Hamill 
Sabath & Levinson. 
H. A. Scandrett. 
Shepard, McCormick 

& Thomason. 
John L. Shortall. 
Thomas L. _ 
A, W. Stron 
Dennis W. "Sattivan. 
F. W. Schenk. 
W. D. Washburn. 
Harris F. Williams. 
Winston, Payne 

& Strawn. 

Cyrus J. Wood. 








Jack, Irwin, Jack 


& Miles. 


Hy. I, Nowlan. 


PEKIN. 
Prettyman, Velde 


& Prettyman. 


PONTIAC. 
R. R. Wallace. 
RANTOUL 
Jas. F. Clark. 
ROCHELLE. 
Baxter & Wirich. 
Oliver J. Cook. 
ROCKFORD. 
A, D. Early. 
Cc. W. Ferguson. 
James J. Flinn. 
Hon. A. H. Frost. 
Frank J. C. Krahn. 
B. A. Knight, 
Robt, Rew. 
B. K. Welsh. 





GOSHEN. 
Deahl & Deahl. 
A. S. Zook. 
GREENCASTLE. 
B. F. Corwin. 


GREENSBURG. 
John F. Goddard. 
Rollin A. Turner. 
Wickens & Osborn. 


GREENWOOD. 
E. A. McAlpla. 
HAMMOND. 
L. L. Bomberger. 
Walter J. Lotz. 
HUNTINGTON. 
Sumner Kenner. 
INDIANAPOLIS. 
Bamberger & 
Feibleman. 
E. W. Hopkins. 
M. S. McMaster. 
David R. Murray. 
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Ww. 
L. Ebling Reinhold. 
W. W. Thornton, 
D. P. Williams. 


Pickerill. 


KOKOMO. 

Bell & Kirkpatrick. 
KNOX, 

Chas. H. Peters. 


LAFAYETTE. 


Russell K. Bedgood. 


Edgar G. Collins. 

E. P. Hammond. 

A. L. Kumler. 

Chas. E. Lake, 

Dan W. Simms, 
LOGANSPORT. 

D. Cc. Arthur. 

Hon. John §. Lairy. 
MARION. 

Gus S. Condo. 

T. B. Wheeler. 
MT. VERNON. 

G. V. Menzies. 
MUNCIE. 

Frank Ellis. 

Koons & Koons. 

Francis A. Shaw. 
NAPPANEE. 

Perry A. Early. 
PENDLETON. 

Harold Martin. 
PERU. 

Cox & Andrews. 

Joseph N. Tillett. 
PORTLAND. 

Emerson McGriff. 
FRINCETON. 

Marsh T. Lewis. 
ROCHESTER. 

0. F. Montgomery. 
RUSHVILLE. 

John H. Kiplinger. 
SOUTH BEND. 

Geo. Ford. 

Wm. A. McInerny. 
SPENCER. 

I. H. Fowler. 
SULLIVAN. 

Chas. D. Hunt. 

A. D. Leach. 

J. W. Lindley. 
TERRE HAUTE. 

H. J. Baker. 

Cc, A. Royse. 

I. Torner. 


UNTON CITY. 

Wm. W. Fowler. 
VALPARATSO. 

Crumpacker 
VERSAILLES. 

Adam Stockinger. 
VEVAY. 

F. M. Griffith. 
VINCENNES. 

Jas. W. Emison. 
W \BASH. 

D. F. Brooks. 


WARSAW. 
lL. W. Royse. 


IOWA. 


ALBIA. 
John T. Clarkson. 


ALGONA. 
J. L. Bonar. 
W. B. Quarton, 


ALTA. 
C. H. 


ALTON. 
G. W. 


Wegersler. 


Pitts. 


& Daly. 





ANITA. 

Zeigier & Zeigler. 
ARLINGTON. 

Jno. Hutchison. 


AT ae th = 
B. Rockafellow. 
seein 
Flick & Flick. 
W. M. Jackson. 
Frank Wisdom. 


BLOOMFIELD. 

Jno. F. Scarborough. 
BOONE. 

J. R. Whitaker. 
BODE. 

Oscar T. Gullixson. 


BURLINGTON. 
La Monte Cowles. 
J. T. Illick 


CARROLL. 

L. H. Salinger. 
CEDAR FALLS. 

J. B. Newman. 
CEDAR RAPIDS. 

Jamison & Smyth. 

Redmond & Stewart. 
CLINTON. 

Chase & Seaman. 

R. P. McCoy. 

Wolf & Wolfe. 
CORWITH. 

Cc. R. Wood. 


COUNCIL BLUFFS. 
H. V. Batley. 
Thos. I. Harrison. 
Harry L. Robinson. 
Tinley & Mitchell . 


CRESCO. 
Charles Pergler. 


CRESTON. 
D. W. Higbee. 


DAVENPORT. 
Cook & Baluff. 
Jas. W. Bollinger. 
Henry E. C. Ditzen 
J. C. Hall. 
Hass & Hamann. 
Isaac Petersburg. 
Louis E. Roddewig. 
Henry Vollmer. 
W. H. Wilson. 


DECORAH. 
H. F. Barthell. 
J. A. Wilson. 


DES MOINES. 

Blake & Blake. 

Bowen & Alberson. 

O. M. Brockett. 

Guy R. Carson. 

M. H. Cohen. 

Frank H. Dewey. 

Dunshee & Haines. 

Dudley & Coffin. 

I. M. Earle. 

Guernsey, Parker & 
Miller. 

Halloran & Starkey. 

Norman Huyck. 

Clyde Kirk. 

Chas, F. Maxwell. 

W. E. Miller. 

Clinton L. Nourse. 

M. S. Odle. 

Oscar Strauss. 

Sullivan & Sullivan. 

I. H. Tomlinson. 

S. G. Van Auken. 

Geo. Wambach. 

Geo. A. Wilson. 


DOW CITY. 
E,. H. Swasey. 


oe. 
J. P. Frantzen. 
Kenline & Roedell. 
Geo. T. Lyon. 
Hugh Stuart. 


. 





FORT DODGE. 

B. M. Wright. 
GLENWOOD. 

John Y. Stone. 
HAMPTON. 

J. J. Sharpe. 
HUMBOLDT. 

Lourien & Lourien. 
INDEPENDENCE. 

Roy A. Cook. 
a 9 CITY 

Mrs. W. M. Davis. 
KEOKUK. 

E. J. McCold. 
KNOXVILLE. 

Ploeg, Amos & 


Pander. 


LAKE MILLS. 
T. A. Kingsland. 
LE MARS. 
P. Farrell. 
LIVERMORE. 
F. M. Miles. 
MARSHALLTOWN. 
Hon, J. M. Parker. 
MASON CITY. 
é. &. Pee erne. 
Eral Smith. 
MT. HAMILL. 
James B. Bruff. 
MT. PLEASANT. 
James Hourihan. 
a. 
E. M. Warner. 
NEVADA 
U. S. Alderman. 
NEWTON. 
John E. Cross. 
Ed. P. Malmberg. 
NORTH ENGLISH. 
J. L. Swift. 
OSAGE. 
F. C. Bush. 
OSKALOOSA. 
Burrell & Devitt. 
D. Cc. Wagner. 
OTTUMWA. 
W. S. Asbury. 
PARKERSBURG. 
M. . Edwards. 
RED OAK. 
Beeson & Thomas. 
at ag te CITY. 
W. Frick. 
tak CITY. 
Malcolm Currie. 
SHENANDOAH. 
Earl R. Ferguson. 
Roy Hauens. 
J. B. Jennings. 
V. V. Mcintosh. 


SIGOURNEY. 
Cc. W. Brown. 
SIOUX CENTER. 
Anthony Te Paste. 


SIOUX CITY. 
Col. Bradstreet. 
J. L. Kennedy. 
John H. Jackson. 
Kass Bros. 
Edwin J. Stason. 
L. Ferris. 
W. Sargent. 
STORM LAKE. 
James De Land. 


SWEA CITY. 
Jos. M. Dye. 
TAMA 
- db Ww. Willett. 
THOMPSON. 
BE. B. Mount. 
TIPT 


ON. 
W. G. W. Geiger. 


, 





TOLEDO. 

Cc. E. Walters. 
VICTOR. 

T. A. Lane 
WASHINGTON. 

Marsh W. Bailey. 

E. D. Morrison, 
WATERLOO. 

Edward & Longley. 

Frank P. Keane. 

Hon, C. W. Mullan. 

Jas. C. Murtagh. 
Weeeten CITY. 

Chas. A. Biernatzki. 

G. rr. Tucker. 

A. N. Boeye. 

Wesley Martin, 
WINTERSET. 

Sam C. Smith. 


KANSAS, 


| ARKANSAS CITY. 
L. C. Bro 


own. 
F. Cupninghem. 
Love & Wright. 
BURLINGTON. 
J. M. Pleasanton. 
Joseph Rolston. 
a 
D. Neale. 
Chay CENTER. 


w. 
COFFEYVILLE. 
Thos. J. Hanlon. 
W. E. Zeigler. 
COLDWATER. 
Jay T. Botts. 
ELLSWORTH. 
Dallas Grover. 
E.MPORIA. 
E. N. Evans. 
F. \. Merkel. 
ERIE. 
E. W. Grant. 
FORT SCOTT. 
John H. Crain, 
GALENA. 
Oscar M. Yount. 
GREENSBURG. 
L. W. Batman. 
J. C. Davis. 
ar ae Se 
G. Amo 
INDEPENDENCE. 
Holdren. 
Stanford & Stanford. 
N. E. Van Tuyl. 
iOLA. 
Campbell & 
Goshorn. 
JEIW ELL. 
J. C. eruadaty 4 


ee CITY. 
Vv. Humphrey. 
KANSAS CITY. 
I. F. Bradley. 
J. W. Dana. 
Dorsey Green. 


on. 


Edwin s. McAnany. 

T. F. Railsback. 

John T. Sims. 
KINGMAN. 

H. E. Walter. 
KINGLEY. 

Baker a Willard, 


w. 
LAWRENCE. 
Thos. Harley. 
Henry C. Hill. 
I. H. Menger. 
J. H. Mitchell. 
LEAVENWORTH. 
Arthur M. Jackson, 
J. H. Wendorff. 
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LIBERAL 

V. D. Grinstead. 

G. W. Sawyer. 
McPHERSON. 

Geo. W. Allison. 
MANKATO. 

W. R. Mitchell. 
OBERLIN. 

H. O. Caster. 

A C. T. Geiger. 
OLATHE. 

O. H. Burgess. 

S. Randall. 
OTTAWA. 

W. J. Costigan. 

W. 8S. Jenks. 
PEABODY. 

Cc. M. Clark. 
PLEASANTON. 

A. M. Kent. 
PITTSBURG. 

A. B. Keller. 

oO. O. Boudinot. 

John P. Curran. 

Sanford Pettibone. 


Wheeler & Denison. 


J. G. Vogelsang. 
— 

J. A. Fleming. 

John H. Wilson. 
SEDAN. 

J. D. McBride. 
TOPEKA, 


Clinton x Evans. 

T. F. Garver. 

D. R. Hite. 

Otis E. Hungate. 

M. A. Low. 

W. S. McClintock. 

A. M. Thomas, 

D. C. Tilletson. 
TORONTO. 

L. J. Johnson, 
WELLINGTON. 

W. T. McBride, 
WICHITA. 

John W. Adams, 

Campbell & 


Campbell. 


W. B. Campbell. 

John D. Davis. 

F. K. Hammers. 

Houston & Brooks. 

Geo. Gardner. 

Chaster. J. Long. 

J. C. Milton. 

I. H. Stearns. 
WINFIELD. 

S. C. Bloss. 

Jos. T. Lafferty. 


KENTUCKY. 


BARDSTOWN 

N. W. Halstead. 
BEAVER DAM. 

J. M. Porter. 
BENTON. 

Cooper & Cox. 
BLAZE. 

Jno. M. Perry. 
EOWLING GREEN. 

Jno. M. Gallaway. 
BRANDENBURG. 

Thos. H. Hamilton. 
BURLINGTON. 

Ss. W. Tolin. 
CATTELLSBURG. 

J. F. Coldiron. 
CLOVERPORT. 

Vv. G. Babbage. 
CORBIN. 

M. O. Gray. 
DANVILLE. 

W. H. Roberts. 
DIXON, 

N. B. Hunt. 
EDMONSTON. 

J. R. Beauchamp. 
ELAM. 

Rk. J. Elam. 





FRANKFORT. 
Elwood Hamilton. 
J. Hunt Jackson. 


FUL’ 
Sam Elliott. 
LAN. 


- + 
G Rawlings. 

HENDERSON. 

Clay & Clay 
HODGENV ILLE. 

O. M. Mather 
HYDEN. 

Cleon K. Calvert. 
a 

J. E. Patrick. 
LANCASTER. 

Lewis L. Walker. 
LEXINGTON, 

J. A. Edge. 

Shelby & Shelby. 

P. J. Sherry. 

R. C. Stoll 
LOUISVILLE. 

Lafon Allen. 

Jno. T. Bashaw. 

Arthur Bensinger. 

A, S. Brandies. 

Jas. P. Brown. 

T. R. Cartmell. 

John H. Chandler. 

DuRelle & Fleece. 

William B. Eagles. 

Fairleigh, Straus 


& Fairleigh. 


B. H. Farnsley. 

PF. ‘P. Fox. 

Gifford & Steinfeld. 
Samuel W. Greene. 
Max I. Greenstein. 
W. O. Harris. 
Arthur 
Humphrey & 


Humphrey. 


Junius Cc. Klein. 
Kohn, Baird, Sloss 


& Kohn. 


Kendrick R. Lewis. 
T. A. McDonald. 
E. K. Pennebaker. 
David C. Points, 


Andrew M. Sea, Jr. 


Cc. B. Seymour. 
Wm, L. Whittinghill. 
H. O. Williams. 
MADISONVILLE. 
Letcher R. Fox. 
—" gy sme 


. Hampton. 
MARION 
S. Nunn 
MAYFIELD. 
Jos H. Weaks. 
MAYSVILLE 
Hon. A. M. J. 


Cochran. 


W. H. Rees 
MEEK. : 

Wm. G. Wells. 
MIDDLESBORO, 

Lewis F. De Busk. 
MORGANFTELD. 

W. T. Harris. 
OSBORNE. 

J. K. Mitchell. 
OWENSBORO. 

Gilbert Holbrook. 
PADUCAH. 

W. A. Berry 

Sanders E. Clay. 

M. E. Gilbert. 

Hon. Wm. Reed. 
PAINTSVILLE. 

Sam J. Jobe. 
TIKEVILLE, 

Robt. L. Miller. 

S. Marion Cecil, 

H. V. Forsyth. 


James M. Robertson. 


FINE KNOT. 
H. M. Cline 
J. E. Stephens. 
PINEVILLE. 
T. H. Howard. 


ave & Gaines. 


E. Hopkins. 





PRAISE 

T. H. Howard. 

Madison L. Sender. 
RUSSELLVILLE. 

Wesley V. Perry. 
SALYERSVILLE. 

H. H. Ramey. 
SOMERSET. 

Wm. M. Catron. 
STANFORD. 

K. §S. Alcorn. 
WEST LIBERTY. 

Allan N. Cisco. 
WHITESBURG. 

J. M. Cook. 
WILLIAMSBURG. 

R. L. Pope. 

R. S. Rose. 

H. H. Tye. 
WINCHESTER. 

G. F. Wycoft. 


LOUISIANA. 


ALEXANDRIA. 
G. P. Whittintgon. 
BASTROP. 
J. F. Shell. 
COLFAX. . 
J. N. Dutham. 
EY. 


Thos. R. Smith. 
Story & Pugh. 

FRANKLIN. 

Paul Kramer. 

JENNINGS. 

H. M. Brenan. 

JONESBORO, 

Wm. J. Hammond. 

LAKE CHARLES. 

L. A. Goudeau. 
Taylor & Taylor. 

MANY. 

W. P. Good. 

MARKSVILLE. 

A. V. Coco. 

NEW ORLEANS. 
Edgar M. Cahn. 
Caffery, Quintero, 
Gidiere & Brumby. 
Carroll & Carroll. 
Dart & Kernan. 
Farrar, Jonas, Golds- 
borough & Gildburg. 
John L, Feliu. 
Lazarus, Michael 

& Lazarus. 
Martin H. Manion. 
Robert J. Perkins, 
Chas. S. Rice. 
F. L. Richardson. 
Wynne G. nugers. 
J. B. Rosser, Jr. 
John F. Tobin. 
Carsten EF. Torjusen. 
Ellis & Ellis. 

RAYSVILLE. 

J. W. Willis. 

SHRFIVEPORT. 

Davis & Brown. 
Hampton Story. 


MAINE. 


BANGOR. 

H. L. Mitchell. 
BIDDEFORD. 

Anthony Dwyer. 
RUCKPORT. 

Oo. P. Cunningham. 
FOXCRAFT. 

Harry L. Smith. 
LEWISTON. 

J. G. Chabot. 
FORTLAND. 

Gerry L. Brooks. 

John T. Fagin. 

George F. Gould. 

Seth L. Larrabee. 

Fred W. Matthews. 

D. A. Meaher 

Frank W. Robinson. 





PORTLAND. 
H. P. Sweetser. 
Irving E. Vernon. 


MARYLAND. ........ 


BALTIMORE. 
Robert N. Baer. 
Allan Cleveland, 
Israel Freeman. 
Lewis Hochheimer. 


Warner T. McGuinn. 


W. L. Marbury. 


Chas. Lee Merriken. 


Jacob S. New. 
Edward N. Rich. 
A. de Russy 


Sappington. 


Joseph R. Walter. 

Geo. Whitelock. 
CHESTERTOWN. 

Lewin W. Wickes. 
CUMBERLAND. 

Ww. Cochrane. 

Saul Praeger. 
HAGERSTOWN. 


Alex. Armstrong, Jr. 


WESTERNPORT. 
H. P. Whitworth. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


ADAMS. 

Edwin K. McPeck. 
AMESBURY. 

Jacob T. Choate. 
BOSTON. 

Hon. Jas. Bennett. 

Currie, Rollins, 


Young & Pillsbury. 


Samuel T. Harris. 

Ernest H. Johnson. 

J. W. Keith. 

Guy Murchie. 

J. W. Pickering. 

Addison R. Pike. 

Geo. A. Sweetser. 

George F. Wales. 
BROCTON. 

W. G. Rowe. 
CAMBRIDGE. 

J. D. Brannan. 

FE. R. Thayer. 

Jno. E. Reagan. 

Austin W. Scott. 

Joseph Warren. 
FALL RIVER. 

Fernald L. Hanson 

Elmer L. Wood. 
HOLYOKE. 

James O’Shea,. 
HUDSON. 

Charles P. Tucker. 
LAWRENCE. 

Jno, A. O'Mahoney. 
LOWELL. 

J. Gilbert Hill. 

John J. Pickmah. 
MALDEN. 

Arthur Rufus Bush. 


J. Elliott Knowlton. 


NEEDHAM. 
Wm. G. Mosely. 
NEW BEDFORD. 
Dan’l T. Devoll. 
Chas Mitchell. 
NEWBURYPORT. 
Jones & Foss. 
PITTSFIELD. 
Warner & Barker. 
SALEM. 
John H. Sheedy, 
Sam’l. F. Walcott. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
James B. Carroll. 
James L. Doherty. 


Franklin J. Wooden. 


TAUTON., 

Abbott W. Leonard. 
WAKEFIELD 

Chas. E. Walsh, 
WEBSTER. 

H. J. Clarke. 





NIL 
B 


PE’ 
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VORCES 
va. F. 
T hos. 
William C. 


STER. 
Harris. 
A. McAvoy, 
Mellish. 


MICHIGAN. 


ANN ARBOR. 
wm. G Doty. J. P. 
v. E. Van 
Ameringen. 
BATTLE CREEK. 
Hon. Jesse Arthur. 


Burritt Hamilton. 
W. D. Kline. 
CALUMET., 


Galbreath & 


McCormick. 


DECKERVILLE, 
F. S. Viets. 
DETROIT. 
E. S. Clarkson. 
Earl I. Heeman. 
Arthur Jones. 
Keena, Lightner, 
Oxtoby & Oxtoby. 
H. A. Lockwood. 
Tra J. Pettiford. 
Sidney T. Miller. 
FLINT. 
Everett L. 
GLADWIN. 
Hon. T. G. 
GRAND HAVEN. 
Farr & Kolyn. 
Louis H. Osterhaus. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 
Boltwood & 


Bray. 


Boltwood. 


F. J. Blakes. 

Colin P. Campbell. 

Wm. K. Clute. 

Jos. R. Gillard. 

Reuben Hatch. 

Dorr Kuizema. 

Wm. J. Landman. 

James A. Lombard. 

E. A. Maher. 

Norris McPherson. 

. W. Watts. 
GREENVIEAS. 

N. O. Griswold. 
HANCOCK. 

c. D. Hanchette. 
HARRISVILLE. 

Oo. H. Smith. 
HILLMAN. 

Lewis W. 
HOUGHTON. 

Louis N. Legris. 
ITHACA. 

F. E. Knapp. 
JACKSON. 

Thos. A. Wilson. 
LANSING. 

W. F. Cairns. 

Ss. L. Kilbourne. 

Harris E. Thomas, 
LINDEN. 

James L. Spencer. 
MANISTEE. 


Howard L. Campbell. 


MARION. 

W. L. Kinney. 
MARQUETTE. 

. F. Button. 
MENOMINEE. 

Fred H. Hagerson. 

Michael J. Doyle. 
NILES, 

Burns & Hillman. 
FPETOSKY. 

c. J. Pailthrope. 
OXFORD. 

Geo. O. Kinsman. 
OWOSSO 

Roy M. Chrouch. 

Warren Pierpont. 
RAPID RIVER. 

Wm. J. Miller, 
ROCHESTER. 

E. B. Howarth. 


Campbell. 


Ostrander. 





SAGINAW. 
Eaton, Hillman 


& Smith, 


SAULT STE. MARIE. 
Geo. A. Cody. 
THREE OAKS. 
Samuel Morris. 
TRAVERS CITY. 
P. C. Gilbert. 
WOLVERINE. 
Chas D. Barghoorn, 


MINNESOTA. 


ARGYLE. 
E. A. Brekke. 
P. Kirsch, 
AUSTIN. 
Catherwood & 


Nicholson. 


BADGER. 
Cook & Berkman. 
BARNESVILLE. 
M. B. Hausen. 
BERMIDJI. 
M. J. Brown. 
PIRD ISLAND. 
Frank Murray. 
BRAINERD. 
Blewitt & Willand. 
Jay Henry Long. 
Hon. W. §S. 


McClenehan. 


BRECKENRIDGE. 
Lewis E. & 


D. J. Jones. 


CAMBRIDGE. 


Godfrey G. Goodwin. 


COLERAINE 
A. M. Peterson. 
DETROIT. 


Schroeder & Carman. 


DULUTH. 

Miller & Foote. 

Charles Loring. 

R. R. Briggs. 

Joseph Cotton. 

J. De La Motte. 
B. Dibell. 

W. G. Crosby. 

M. Douglas. 

Victor H. Gran. 

Warren E. Greene. 

L, C. Harris. 

Oo. J. Larson. 

Andrew Nelson. 

John W. Neukous, 

Victor Stearns. 

John G. Williams. 
FAIRMOUNT. 

A. R. Allen. 
lt ARMINGTON. 

A. E. Pretz. 
FERGUS FALLS. 

Leonard Erickson. 
GRAND MARAIS. 

Ss. C. Murphy. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 

R. A. McQuat. 

Alfred L. Thwing. 
GRANITE FALLS. 

Paul D. Stratton. 
HALLOCK. 

Elmer C. Yetter. 
HIBBING. 

8. C. Scott. ° 
INTERNATIONAL 

FALLS. 

Jno. D. Mackay. 
JACKSON. 

E. H. Nichols. 
LANESBORO. 

A. G. Chapman. 
MADISON. 

Arthur N. Ewing. 
MILACA. 

Carl F. J. Goebel. 
MINNEAPOLIS. 

Henry C. Belden. 

Hon. W. F. Booth. 

B. H. Bowler. 

E. T. Brandebury. 

c. A. Bucknam. 


. 





a eo 
F. B. Do 


dge. 

Fifield & Fifield. 

R. Hayes, 

H. R. Hewitt. 

Elmar Hoidale. 

Kerr & Fowler. 

John J. Martin. 

A. C. Middelstadt. 

Edward Nelson. 

E. A. Prendergast. 

J. H. Richard. 

James D. Shearer. 

D. H. Stubbs. 

N. M. Thygeson. 
NEW PRAGUE. 

E. W. Komarek. 
NEW RICHLAND. 

John J. Spillane. 
NORWOOD. 

John J. Fahey. 
PRESTON. 

H, S. Bassett. 
RED WING. 

Albert Johnson. 
ROCHESTER. 

Burt W. Eaton. 

Thomas Spillane. 
ST, PAUL. 

F. Barta, 

Alf. E. Boyeson. 


Sylvan E. Hess. 
G. Loevinger. 
Cc, D. O’Brien. 
J. D. O’Brien. 
E. D. Reynolds. 


Edward P. Sanborn. 


Cc. B. Schmidt. 
Ambrose Tighe. 
Essie W. Williams. 
John m.§ Willis. 


Olson, 
WASECA. 

Guy Lawson. 

John Moonan. 
WESTBROOK. 

J. L. Sammons. 
WINNEBAGO. 

W. H. Hodgman. 
WINONA. 

Brown, Abbott 


& Semse. 


Hon. A. H. Snow. 

M. B. Webber. 
WINTHROP. 

A. L. Young. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


ABERDEEN. 
W. H. Clifton. 
G. J. Leftwich. 
AMORY. 
W. H. Nabors. 
BAY ST. LOUIS. 
Carl Marshall. 


BILOXI. 

James A. Burns. 
BOND. 

W. C. Batson. 
BROOKHAVEN. 

T. Brady, Jr. 
CANTON. 

W. H. Powell. 
CARTHAGE. 

J. L. MeMullin. 
CLEVELAND. 

Sillers & Owen. 


A, W. Cooper. 
Oo. R. Singleton. 

GREENVILLE. 
Le Roy Percy. 
A. J. Rose. 





GREENWOOD. 


Gardner 
Whittington. 
R. C. McBee. 
Pollard & Hammer. 
GULFPORT. 
H. Bloomfield. 
M. D. Brown, 
R. C. Cowan. 
W. Estopinol. 
T. M. Evans. 
V. A. Griffith. 
J. H. Mize. © 
HATTIESBURG. 
R. Holcomb. 
JACKSON. 
E. H. Jackson. 
Hon. Sydney Smith. 
R. H. Thompson. 
LAUREL 
Robt. L. Bullard. 
LELAND, 
Eugene Gerald. 
LEXINGTON. 
W. L. Dyer. 
H,. H. Elmore. 
G. H. MeMorrough. 
MACON. 
D. F. .Allgood. 
MARKS. 
W. M. Donaldson. 
MERIDIAN. 
Cochran & McCants. 
MONTICEL 
‘ont Wood _ SRG 
ATCHEZ. 
ae H. Gelsenberger. 
—- SPRINGS. 
A. Clark. 


Fs HiLADELPHTA, 


Fr. S. Richardson. 


‘PONTOTOC 


Frank Roberson. 
POPLARVILLE. 

Thos G. Bilbo. 
PURVIS. 

O. G. , ore 
SCRANTON. 

Denny & Denny. 
VICKSBURG. 

N. Vick Robbins. 
WIGGINS. 

W. C. Batson. 
YAZOO CITY. 

J. G. Holmes. 


MISSOURI. 


AVA, 
A. H. Buchanan. 
BETHANY. 

G. W. Wanamaker. 
BOLIVAR. 
L. Cunningham. 
CAPE GIRARDEAU. 
H. E. Alexander. 
CARTHAGE. 

J. H. Bailey. 

H. W. Blair. 

R. A. Mooneyham. 
CASSVILLE. 

. H. Thomas. 
CHILLICOTHE. 

L. A. Chapman. 
CLAYTON. 

B. L. Matthews. 
COLLINS, 

W. H. Plaster. 
COLUMBIA. 

M. R. Conley. 

Prof J. D. Lawson. 
FLVINS. 

Politte Elvins. 
JEFFERSON CITY. 

Thos. H. Antrobus. 
a 

Adams. 


R. 

FREDERICKSTOWN. 

Anthony & Davis. 
FULTON. 

A. G. Hale. 

J. W. Tincher. 
GALENA. 

O. H. Travers, 
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GREENVILLE. ST. LOUIS. BILLINGS. CENTRAL CITY. 
Wm. B. Kennedy. Hon. N. C. Collier. Micnael Brown. Martin & Bockes. 

HANNIBAL. Martin J. Collins. Henry A. Frith. COLUMBUS. 

E. W. Nelson. mest. A. Crabb. Nicholas & Wilson. M. Post. 

HARRISONVILLE Béwaréd D'Arcy. BOULDER. CRETE, 

WwW. D. Summers. Henry B. Davis. J. K. Kelly. Brown & Venrick. 
- D. Sum ‘ Manton Davis. M. H Parker. DAKOTA 

HARTVILLE. Dickson & Dickson. BUTT R. E. Evans. 

A. M. Curtis. Hon. Daniel Dillon. M. > “Cohen DAVID CITY. 

HORINE. Marion C. Early. John F. Davies. E. V. Thomas. 
Albert S. Ennis. Henry Denison. M. J. English, . A. Coufal 

HOUSTON. John H. Douglas. Wm. I. Lippincott. DECATUR. 

Clark Dooley. Hon. Walter B. J. , Healy. W. T. Ashley 

HOUSTONIA. Douglas. Joseph H. Griffin. BLWOOD. 

E. B. Powell. John G. Egan. M,. P. Gilchrist. O. 4 Bozarth. 

JOPLIN Lloyd H. Elrod. Maury, Templeman FRIE 
“I. C. Ammerman. W. F. Evans. & Davies. R. M. Proudfit. 
John Castello Chas. Fensky. W. P. McCarthy, GRAND ISLAND. 

D. Decker. Hon. D. D. Fisher. chad e** —e€ C. Mayer. 
Jas. J. Mead. M. W. Fuerbacher. Harold H. Youell HARVARD. 
Spencer. Henry W. Furth. CONRAD. voaicimaa Paul B. B l 7 
KAHOKA’ Hon. R. L. Goode. R. M. | Hattersle HASTI INGs. 
T. Llewllyn. Jno. M. Goodwin. DEER LODGE. 
KANSAS CITY. Bern. Greensfelder. T. F — IMPERIAL - 
Claud D. Hall “sant : 
A. N. Adams. Robt. W. Hall. DILLON, Pr. W. Boot 
Henry D. Ashley. Albert E _ J. B. Poindexter. KEARNEY. 
Jas. H. Austin. ert E. Hausman. | rORSYTH. H. M. Sinclair. 
Cc. H. Calloway. a W. Imsiepen. F. V. H. Collins. KIMBALL. 
W. W. Calvin. Ri Porter Johnson. FT. BENTON. D. Regione. 
Chas R. Cooksey. Be chard A. Jones. A. J. Schmidt LEXINGTON. 
L. F. Coffin. ci N. Judson. GLA ; Geo. C. Gillan. 
Kenneth McC thas. F. Krone. Geo. E. Hurd, LINCOLN. 
DeWeese. Chester H. Krum. GLENDIVE. G. W. Berge. 
Francis C. Downey. J. F. Lee. Cc. C. Hurley. D. H. McClenahan. 
John A. Eaton. y. W. ieameann. GREAT FALLS. MADISON. 
H T. P. Fenlon Lewis & Rice. Ransom Cooper. Wm. L. Dowling. 
Ww. A Harnsberser. George R. Lockwood. Ww. H. Meigs. McCOOK. 
J. L. Johnson ‘ Geo. W. Lubke HELENA John F. Cordeal. 
: ittlefield Max F. Ruler. Theodore Brantley. MINDEN. 
Walter Littlefield. Arthur G. Moseley. E. C. Day. ‘ Lewis C. Paulson. 
Johnson & Lucas. Hon. A. D. Nortoni. M. S. Gunn. NEBRASKA CITY. 
H. C. McDougal. Nagel & Kirby. = G. McIntire. D. Livingston. 
Parker & Ess. Hon. G. D. Reynolds. E. D. Phelan. John C. Watson. 
Grant I. Rosenweig. A. H. Robbins. KALISPELL. NELIGH. 
Cc. E. Small. N. C. Robbins. i & Stout. Kelsey & Rice. 
Floyd 8S. Stratton. Max F. Ruler. oy ~ ier A. Williams. 
Warner & Dean. Wm. Sacks. gar o. "Wewsden. NEWMAN GROVE 
G. T. Wassom. John H. Sears. | LIVINGSTO H. Halderson. 
Edward J. White. Sidney W. Solomon. i<—¥ & - NELSON. 

KENNETT. W. N. Stephenson. P. ., Stark. R. D. Sutherland. 
John H. Bragly. A. R. Taylor. MALT OGALALL 

LADDONIA E. H. Taylor. poe A. Tressler. H. E. Goodall. 

W. A. Logan. Frank A. Thompson. MILES CITY. OMAHA 

LAMAR. John C. Vaughan. Geo. W. Farr. Arthur E. Baldwin. 
Chas. R. Glenn. Hugh K. Wagner. Cc. H. Loud, T. E. Brady. 

H W. Timmonds Sam H. West. aes Walker. Edward L. Bradley. 

LIBERTY ‘ Joseph Wheless. MISSOUL R. O. Burbank. 

‘ V Thos. W. White. Wm. + Murphy. A. H. Burnett. 

D. C. Allen. Wilfley, Wilfley. Richard H. Smith. BE. F. Farnsworth. 

MARYVILLE. Chas. P. Williams Woody & Woody. M. Fischer. 

. A. Cummings Tyrell Williams. _ POLSON. James E. Kelby. 

MAYSVILLE. ; A. J. Lowar J. A. C. Kenned 

James E. Withrow. f ary. y. 
Hewitt & Hewitt. Taylor R. Young. H. P. Napton. Chas. H. Marley. 

MEXICO. ST. MARYS. P.ONAN. John M. McFarland. 
Clarence A. Barnes. T. B. Whitledge. A Sutherland. Thomas B. Murray. 
W. W. Fry. SALEM. ROUNDUP. W. W. Slabaugh. 
F. R. Jesse. i A. D. Baker. weaver & Giller. 

D. Guston. = y Nn 
Geo. Robertson. SEDALIA, ST. IGNATIUS, O’N 
Allen Stallings. P. H. Sangree. osmneune Burke. OM Harrington. 
MOBERLY. “Zin i taetnaten F. J. Matoushek. Curtis L. Day. 
- J. Lilly. TARKIO,. " | STEVENVILLE. PIERCE. 

NEOSHO. John A. Gurlash W. H. Roge Douglas Cones, 
Hubbert & Hubbert. | TRENTON. . THOMPSON FALLS. RUSHVILLE. 

NEVADA Platt Hubbell. _ James M. Sélf. Judge W. H. 
~ ‘ VALIER. Westover. 
Hon. S. A. Wright. | TROY Wm. L. Bullock. SCHUYLER. 

RICHMOND. Creech, Penn & VIRGINIA CITY. W. M. Cain. 

T. N. Lavelock. VAN BUREN Palmes. W. A. Clark, SCOTTSBLUFF. 

R‘YMONDVILLE, Garry H You t WHITEFISH. Chas. C. McElroy. 
W. F. Carroll. WARRENTON.” Merle C. Groene. SHELTON. 

ST. JOSEPH. T. W. Hukriede. seni Adit air: 
Frank B. Fulkerson. WEBB CITY . 2 3. McIntosh. 
Geo. W. Groves. Geo. V. Farris. ALLIANCE. Ss. OMAH 
W. H. Sherman. WELLSVILLE. Burton & Westover. hota 3 & Winters. 

ST. LOUIS. Leslie D. Ellis. ALMA. SPRINGVIEW. 

E. T. Allen. W. L. Mabry. F. H. Strout. Ross _Amspoker. 
Hon. Shepard a ae oe 7” STROMBURG. 

Barclay. : monson. . E. Wilson. 
Cc. Orrick Biches. ° MONTANA, J. H. Grosvenor. WAHOO. 
ca, i BEAVER CITY. | wanker 
Joseph Blgck. J ‘ y TAL L 
Wells T. Biodeett. a B. Whitney. Cecil R. Baughn. 
Boyle & Priest. W. H. Trippet. BLOOMINGTON. WAYNE a. 
John Cashman. RAKER pp C. Dorsey. Cc. W. Hendrickson. 
Paul Chambers. Louis A. Conser CALIENTE, YORK. 

' . . Leo A. McNamee. Geo. M. Spurlock. 
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NEVADA, 


GOLDFIELD. 
Hatton & Hatton. 
John F, Kunz. 


RENO. 
L. A. Gibbons, 
Thos. E. 


Hugh H. Brown. 
P. E. Keeler. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


BERLIN. 
Rich & Marble. 
CONCORD. 
R. E. Walker. 
Wm. H. Sawyer. 


Rich & Marble. 
MANCHESTER. 
Jones, Warren, Wil- 
son & Manning. 
M. Guilbeault. 
R. J. Peaslee. 


W. Car 
WHITHPIEED. 
M. Bowker. 
WOODVILLE. 
Chas. H. Hosford. 


NEW JERSEY. 


ATLANTIC CITY. 
Louis A. Repetto. 
Elwood C. Weeks. 

BRIDGETON. 
Walter H. 

CAMDEN. 
Harry C. Kennedy. 
Powell K. Mar*‘n. 

HOBOKEN. 

Wm. S. Stuhr. 

JERSEY CITY. 
Collins & Corbin. 

MORRISTOWN. 

Geo. G. Sanree. 

NEWAR 

Bdward L. Keasley. 

Col. E. L. Price. 

Philemon Woodruff. 

ASSAIC. 

H. - oe Cooper. 


Bacon. 


ILLE. 
“Frotactall A. Pope. 
NEW MEXICO. 


ALBUQUEROUE. 

F. W. ancy. 

Felix H. Lester. 

O. N. Marron. 

H. F. Raynolds. 

A. A. Sedillo. 
ALAMOGORDO. 

Byron Sherry. 
CARLSBAD. 

John W. Armstrong. 
CLAYTON. 

A. James McDonald. 

Jno. A. Pace. 


Geo Hunker. 
LOS “GRC ES. 

<nne BE. J. Medler. 

A. Sutherland. 

NARA VISA. 

A. Paul Siegel. 
RATON. 

H. L. Bickley. 


J. Leahy. 
. Wilson. 
James M. Dye. 





ROSWELL. 
D. W. Elliott. 
Alfred W. Mullen. 
SANTH FE. 
T. B. Catron. 
M. J. Guin 
Renehan & Wright. 
SANTA ROSA. 


A 
Cc. E. McGinnis. 
SILVER CITY. 
Colin Neblett. 
F. W. Vellacott. 
TAOS. 
F. F. Cheatham. 
TUCUMCARIL. 


H, L. Boon. 
Allridge & Saxon. 
NEW YORK. 


ALBANY. 
Matthew Bender. 
4 b ean 
et pes 


D. Irving Mead. 
BUFFALO. 

Adelbert Moot. 

E. O. Saunders. 
CANIgzS ‘0. 

L. Simpson. 
cry. OF HUDSON 

F. J. Collier. 


COH 
Orville E RE 
ELLIOOTTVE LLE. 
John W. Ellis. 
ELMIRA 
Cc. Bustace. 
ITHACA 


Baggott & Ryall. 

games R. Bowen. 
Hon. D. M. Delmas. 

Dexter Osborn 


Fleming. 


John D. Dewitt. 


Wilbur F. Earp. 
Melville Egleston. 
wm. — Ferguson, 
Isaac W. Goodhue. 
Henry B. Gayley. 
Latson, a. 

& Picard. 


W. H. Liebmann. 
Henry C. 
Smith & . 
Spooner & Cotton, 
Charles _ T. 


y- 
Uterhart & Graham. 


F. 
WATERTOWN. 
G. §S. Woolworth. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


ALBEMARLE. 
I. R. Burleson. 


J. M. Brown & Son. 


APEX. 
Percy J. Olive. 
ASHEBORO. 
Craven i Redding. 
ASHEVIL 
Louis My Bourne. 
Martin Rollins 
& W 


Geo. S. Reynolds. 


Fred W. Thomas. 





BESSEMER CITY. 
Cc. E. Whitney. 
—- RD. 
L. Gash. 
CHARLOTTE. 
Jas. W. Barry. 
J. 3 oo 
J. erans. 
ELIZABETH CITY. 
E. F. Aydlett, 
nig PARK. 

W. Ragland. 
pAYETTEV LLE. 
H. Dye. 

GRAH ; 
J. S. Cook 
GREENSBORO. 


i? = engine. 


& Hoyle. 


S. Henderson. 
HIGH POINT. 
Bruce Craven. 
LLSBORO. 


Frank Nash. 
LEXINGTON. 

P. V. Critcher. 
LOUISBURG. 


H. Yarborough. 
TON, 


Murray “Allen 
Aycock & ‘Winston. 
-. H. Bradley. 


John . emeemen 
SALISBUR 
James ad “Horan. 


ON. 
Chas. C. Laughlin. 
ON. 


T. S. b 
WINSTON-SALEM. 
Burton Craige. 
Louis M. Swink. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
AMBROSE. 
T. G. Austinson. 
ANAMOOSA., 
F, J. Fu Se 
BELFIELD. 
E. Haney. 
BISMARCK. — 
Cc. L. You 
BOTTENEAU. 
Cc. Bowen. 
CAVALI 


ER. 
a? peehinen. 
B.S 


piller 
CHOSBY 


F. Culbertson. 
> he 


RGO. 

Arthur W. Cupler. 
Jno. D. Farrand. 

J. E. Hendrickson. 
Edw. L. Johnson. 

Aubrey Lawrence. 

Go “white. Roberts. 


hs 
F. Whipples. 

FLAX TON 

B. Nelson. 
GRAND FORKS. 

Geo. A. Bangs. 

T. R. Bangs. 

Bronson & Chance. 


Chas A. Lyche. 





HEIL. 
A. A. Ludwig. 
JAMESTOWN. 
c. S. Buck. 
John pment 
Oscar J. Seller. 
LAKOTA. 


John J. Samson. 
GDO 

Lagoa Cleary. 

Samuel ¥ Radcliffe. 
‘ON. 


as. Ego. 
Forest S. Thomas. 
‘W. F. Doherty. 
Greenleaf & 


Leighton. 
MOHALL. 
Percy S. Crews. . 
PALE 
Thomas M. Cooney. 
BY. 


Torson & Wenzi. 
SHELDON. 

E. F. Hull. 
STANLEY. 

John J; Johnson. 
STANTON. 

Geo. T. Reinstad. 
STEELE. 

Eastwold. 
Y CITY. 

M. J. English. 

Theo. S. Lindland. 

H. Winterer. 
wanes TON. 


Lau de 
whine BARTH. 
H. EB. Edwardson. 


wy? 


ok. 
yi ® & Murpny. 
ANKT 
J. eveter. 
RK. 
J. E. MéCarthy. 


OHIO. 


O. D. Everett. 

Fred Spriggs. 
BRYAN. . 

Charles E. scott. 
CANTON, 

Louis H. Campbell. 

Lynch & Day. 


CINNATI, 

Walter M. Bienhart. 

Burch & Johnson. 

Henry Baer. 

De Camp = Sutphin. 
Louis J. 

A. A. Fer ge 

A. L. Herrlinger. 

inkle, 


oo < Mac oy. 


Vordenberg 
Paxton, voce on 
& Seasongoo 
Hon C. D. Robertson. 
Hon Jacob 
Schroeder. 
E. W. Strong. 
James B. Swing. 


rs CLEVELAND. 


Brady & Dowling. 
Buck*f, & ba les, 
ushn 
Caldwell, Younger 

& Loo 


F. E. Dellenbaugh. 

F. B. Evar 

E. L. Hessenmueller. 
Wm, Howell. 
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CLEVELAND. 
hos. L. Johnson. 
Cc. A. Judson. 
Harry Koblitz. 
Frank S. Master. 
W. H. Schwartz. 
c. L. Shaw. 
H. G. Schaibly. 
Squire, Sanders 
& Dempsey. 
E. J. Thobaden. 
COLUMBIANA. 
H. W. Hammond. 
COLUMBUS. 
Arnold, Morton 
& Irvine. 
E. C. Morton. 
TON 





Frank S. Breene. 
Jolin W. Kreitzer. 


FiNDLAY. 
Wm. F. Duncan. 
ba E. Hurley. 
Wm. S. Snook. 
FREMONT. 
Ralph R. Williams. 
GALLIPOLIS. 
Cherrington & 
Cromley. 
HAMILTON. 
Edgar A. Belden. 
IRONTON. 
A. R. Johnson. 
LANCASTER. 
John G. Reeves. 
LIMA. 
D. J. Cable. 
I. R. Longsworth. 
LISBON. 
Billingsley, Clark & 
Moore. 
LOGAN. 
V. C. Lowry. 
LONDON. 
R. H “McCloud. 
MANSFIELD. 
N. M. Wolfe. 
MARIETTA. 
A. A. Schramm. 
MARION. 
G. E. Mouser. 
MASSILON. 

W. E. Russell. 
MILLERSBURG. 
c. J. Fisher. 

NEWARK. 
Ray Martin. 
PHILADELPHIA. 
Louis Welty. 
OTTAWA. 

Bailey & Leasure. 
PIQUA. 

Cc. B. Jameson, 
PLYMOUTH. 

F. D. Gunsaullus. 
RAVENNA. 

W. J, Beckley. 


Chas, ‘a. Marshall. 
SPRINGFIELD. 

A. C. Link. 

Jas. D. Malone. 

Cc. S. Olinger. 

W. M. Rockel. 
TIFFIN. 

McCauley & Weller. 
TOLEDO. 

Louis Bartlett. 

oO. S. Brumback. 

Ralph I. Holbrook. 

Geo. P. Hahn. 

G. W. Kinney. 
WAPAKONETA. 

Roy E. Layton. 


Theo. H. Tangeman. 


W AUSEON. 

Files & Paxson. 
YOUNGSTOWN. « 
Geo. F. Arrell, 
Chas. Koonce, Jr. 





YOUNGSTOWN. 
Shueman & 
Shueman. 


OKLAHOMA. 


ADA. 

B. H. Epperson. 

Cc. A, Galbraith. 
ARDMORE. 

W. F. Winfrey. 
ARNETT. 

L. H. Clark. 

W. H. Springfield. 

R 


Chas. Leonhardt. 
A 


BARTLESVILLE. 
John §S. Burger. 
John H. Brennan. 


awley. 
BOYNTON. 
R. E. Grason. 
BROKEN ARROW. 
J. S. Severson. 
CARNEGIE. 

P. C. Dawson. 
CHICKASHA. 

W. C. Heterick. 

Thos. B. Losey. 
CORNISH. 

D. F. Spradling. 
COWETA. 

W. A. Brigham. 
CUSHING. 

Henry Oursler. 
DUNCAN. 


DURA 
Hatchett & 
Ferguson. 
W. E. Utterback. 


* ENID 


H, Blasdell. 

Chas. M. Harmon. 

Carl Kruse. 

Cc. H. Parker. 

J. C. Robberts. 
FT. GIBSON. 

E. H. Ortman, 
GROVE. 

Ad. -V. Coppage. 
GUTHRIE. 

Fred W. Green. 

W. B. Herod. 

F. H. McGuire, 
HENNESSEY. 

Lee M. Gray. 
HOBART. 

Hon. Jas. R. Tolbert. 
HOLDENVILLE. 

Owen H. Rives. 
KINGFISHER. 

John Bradley, Jr. 

D. K. Cunningham. 
LAWTON. 

Chas. C. Black. 

H. C. Hammonds. 

L. P. Ross. 
McALESTER. 

G. L. Andrews, 

T. Dick Davis. 

W. E. Gotcher. 

A. C. Markley. 

Robert H. Tarter. 
MADILL. 

Geo. S. March. 
MIAMI, 

Cc. P. Fillebrown. 
MUSKOGEE 

Anderson '& 

Anderson. 

De Roos Bailey. 

Y. P. Broome. 

Brook & Brook. 

Irwin Donovan. 

N. A. Gibson. 

W. D. Halfhill. 

Charles B. Law. 

Kenneth §. 


Wilkinson & Morris. 
NT. 





MUSKOGEE. 
Murchison. 
Gordon J. Murray. 
Geo. §. Ramsey. 
NORMAN. 
J. B. Dudley. 
OKEMAH. 
Winston T. Banks. 
Cc. B. Comer. 
J. C. Wright. 
OKLAHOMA CITY. 
S. T. Bledsoe. 
Sam’l. A. Calhoun. 
Fred S. Caldwell. 
J. M. Dodson. 
Austin R. Gomley. 
J. Q. A. Harrod. 
Samuel W. Hayes. 
Horton & Muster, 
Orvel J. Johnson. 
J. W. Johnson. 
Hon. M. J. Kane. 


R. A. Kleinschmidt. 


H. A. Kroeger. 

W. A. Ledbetter. 

J. H. Ready. 

Hon, J. B. A. 

Robertson. 

Malcolm E. Rosser, 

J. R. Spielman. 

W. R. Taylor. 

Taylor & Lynch. 

Hon. Chas. West. 

Jas. S. Watson. 
OKMULGEL, 

B. T. Buchanan. 

Chas. A. Dickson, 

Thomas J. Farrar. 
PAWHUSKA. 

E. E. Grinstead. 

Preston A. Shinn. 

H. P: White. 
PAWNEE. 

W. T. Clecton. 

L. V. Orton. 
FERRY. 

art S. Johnson. 

H. A. Smith. 

PONCA CITY. 


Ww. J. Wallace. 
PRYOR MAYES. 
B. Kirkpatrick. 
PURCELL. 
W. Hocker. 


E. A. Runyan. 
SEDAN. 

G. W. Baker. 
SHAWNEE. 

P. O. Cassidy. 

Stanard & Wahl. 
SNYDER. 

oO. B. Riegel. 
STIGLER. 

Joseph W. Foster. 
SULPHUR. 

Jno. A. Haste. 

Geo. M. Nicholson. 
TAHLEQUAH. 

J. I. Coursey. 
TULSA. 

Harry Campbell. 

Carroll & Walker. 


Randolph & Haver. 


Rice & Lyons. 
VINITA. 

Addis A. Brown. 

Theo. D. B. Frear. 

W. H. Kornegay. 
WALTER. 

Amil H. Janvp. 
WASHINGTON. 

J. E. Fleming. 
WATONKA. 

L. H. Hampton. 

Ben Smith. 
WAURIKA. 

Guy Green. 
WEWOKA. 

C. Dale Wolfe. 





WOODWARD. 
Sherman M. Smith. 
Charles Swindall. 


OREGON. 
ALBANY. 


Edward E. Gray. 
BAKER CITY. 

Jos. J. Hellner. 

John L. Rand. 


BURNS. 
J. W. Briggs. 
Chas. W. Ellis. 

CANYON CITY. 
Cattanach & Wood. 
Otis Patterson. 
COQUILLE. 

Cc. R. Barrow. 

CORVALLIS. 


ENTERPRISE. 

Daniel Boyd. 

J. A. Burleigh. 
EUGENE 

A. < Woodcock. 
FT. ROCK, 

J. D. Cc. Thomas. 
GRANT’S PASS. 

= Blanchard. 

Cc. Hale. 

HALSEY. 

Jas, B. Jones. 
ELAMATH FALLS. 

Cc. C, Brower. 


Keesel & am. 


LA GRAND 
Jno. S. Hodgin. 
OREGON CITY. 
G. C. Brownell. 
Joseph E. _— 
Cc. D. & D. 


Saematen 
PENDLETON. 
J. P. Winter. 
PORTLAND. 
Bartlett & Cole. 
Beach & Simon. 
W. L. Boise. 
J. F. Boothe. 
W. C. Bristol. 
Carey & Kerr. 
Robt. H. Down 
S. C. Erie. 
William Foley. 
Thos. G. Greene, 
Franklin T. Griffin. 
W. H. Hufford. 
Ss. S. Humphrey. 
Everett A. Johnson. 
Cc. A. Johns, 
Arthur Langguth. 
John A. Latourette. 
Geo. P. Lent. 
Chas. F. Libby. 
John McCourt. 
Newton McCoy. 
Chester G. Murphy. 
O. A. Neal. 
Sanderson Reed. 
J. N. Smith. 
J. O. Stearns. 
Albert H. Tanner. 
D. D. Townsend. 


Hon. L. R. Webster. 


F. H. Whitfield. 

R. W. Wilbur. 

Ss. F. Wilson. 

A. A. Wollenburg. 
PRINEVILLE. 

George ae Beonier. 


Ww. Mueller. 
st “JOHN 
D.. C. Lewis. 








SALEM 
P. H 
SPRIN 
no. 
TILLA 
H. E 
Web 
Ss. 5S. 
WALL 


WAR) 
F. 


: 32.4 
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SALEM. 
P. H. D’Arcy. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
Jno. C. Mullen. 
TILLAMOOK. 
H. E. Botts, 
Webster Holmes. 
S. S. Johnson. 
WALLOWA. 
W. G. Trill. 
WARNER LAKE. 
F. A. Calderwood. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


BEDFORD. 

R. C. Haderman. 
BRADFORD. 

Tait & Tait. 
CHESTER. 

Jno. De H. White. 
CLEARFIELD. 


Hon. Singleton Bell. 


DANVILLE 

James Scarlet, 
EVERE 

Joseph F. Biddle. 
FRANKLIN. 

E, E. Hughes. 
HARRISBURG. 

Harry M. Bretz. 
JOHNSTOWN. 

Jno. F. Stell. 


L. " 
MARIANNA., 

E. B. Sams. 
MT. CARMEL. 

Fred W. pgereey. 
NEW CASTLE. 

J. Norman Martin. 
PAWTUCKET. 

Jos, F. Murphy. 
PHILADELPHIA. 


G. Wentworth Carr. 


Chas. B. Downs. 

W. A. Melcher. 

Allen C. Middleton. 

Hon. W. G. Smith. 

W. W. Smithers. 

Axel Teisen. 

A. H. Wintersteen. 
PITTSBURG 

S. H. Gilmore. 

Morris, Walker & 

llen. 

J. McF. Carpenter. 

J. W. Kraus. 

Jas. A. Wakefield. 

Watterson & Reid. 
PITTSTON. 

Wm. H. Gillespie. 
POTTSVILLE. 

S. M. Enterline. 
SCRANTO 

Mr. W. Le Hill. 
SEWICKLEY. 

Walter Lyon. 
TAMAQUA. 

Jno. F. Kelly. 
UNIONTOWN. 

Harry W. Byrne. 

W. Russell Carr, 
WEST CHESTER. 

W. Butler Windle. 
YORK. 

M. S. Niles. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
Edward Appleton. 
Barney & Lee. 
Geo. T. Brown. 
Jas. M. Clifford. 
Jas. C. Collins, Jr. 
Cooney & Cahill. 
Thos. A. Jenks. 
Chas. H. Page. 
Fred Rueckert. 





PROVIDENCE. 
Wm. H. Thornley. 


Nathan H. Truman. 


WESTERLY 
Nathan B. 


John J. Heffernan. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


AIKEN, 

Claude E. Sawyer. 
BARNWELL. 

James a Willis. 
BEAUFO 

Thos. Fotbird. 
CHARLESTON. 

Logan & Grace. 

Henry A. 
ce yy 

A. hed Jr. 

COLUMBIA 

Barron, Moore & 

Barron. 

Barnard B. Evans. 

Edw. L. Craig. 

W. Boyd Evans. 

John D. Lee. 

Lyles & Lyles. 

Jno. J. McMahon. 

Nelson & Nelson. 
CONWAY. 

J, C. Norton. 
DARLINGTON. 

Robert Macfarlan. 

J. Monroe Spears. 
EDGEFIELD. 

J. Wm. Thurmond, 
[f LORENCE. 

W. F. Clayton. 
GAFFNEY. 

R. A. Dobron. 
GEORGETOWN. 

Capers G. Barr. 
GREENVILLE. 

Ww. J. Haynsworth. 

B. F. Martin. 
HARTSVILLE. 

Frank A. Miller. 
KINGSTREE, 

Louis W. Gilland. 
LANGLEY. 

Geo. R. Dillon. 

ENS. 


Charlton Du Rant. 


SPARTANBURG. 
Horace L. Bomar. 
James C. Otts, 

— 

J. Frederick. 

TIMMONSVILLE. 
D. A. Feddar. 

UNION. 

J. G. Hughes. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


ABERDEEN. 


Amos N, Goodman. 


Taubman & 
Williamson. 
BELLE FOURCHE. 
L. M. Simms. 

BRITTON. 
Bryan Abbott. 
CANTON, 
Cc. B. Kennedy. 
CENTERVILLE. 
Louis Berven. 


Oliver H. Ames. 
DEADWOOD 

John R. Russell. 
DELL RAPIDS. 

G. R. Krause. 


L. W. Henderson. 
FLASHER. 
Robt. F. Nash. 


M. Smith. 





GEDDES, 
Thos. F. Ward. 
GREGORY. 


Ww. McLaughlin. 
HURON. 


Walter D. Hickman. 


A. K. Gardner. 

Chas. P. Warren. 
KADOKA. 

A. G. Granger, 
KIMBALL. 

Hy. F. Bartell. 
LEAD. 

Chambers Kellar. 

John Walsh. 
LEMMON. 

Pp. J. Tscharner. . 


MARION, 

H. Van Ruschen. 

Chas. Milner. 
PHILIP. 

P. J. Gallagher. 
PIERRE 


Charles E. De Land. 


RAPID CITY. 
Frank D. Bangs. 
Charles J. Buell. 

REDFIELD. 

W. F. Bruell. 
Cc. D. Sterling. 

SALEM. 

Clyde ce wine. 

SIOUX FA 
F. R. fp ol 
Cc. O. Bailey. 

W. J. Ellwood. 
Martin Bergh. 

SISSETON. 
Thomas Mani. 

STURGIS, 

Jno. T. Milek. 

VERMILLION. 

Cc. J. Gunderson. 
John L. Jolly. 

WEBSTER. 

S. S. Coomes. 
Sears & Potter, 

YANKTON. 

Cc. J. Novotny. 


TENNESSEE. 


ATHENS. 
Clem J. Jones. 
mg eg 
Hugh E. Carter. 
CARTHAGE. 
J. H. Fisher. 
CENTREVILLE. 
Douglas T. Bates. 
CHATTANOOGA. 
John O‘Benson. 
Frank S. Cardeu. 
S. M. Chambliss. 


Coleman . —, 


Jno. H, Ea 


a & "Shepherd. 


G. Hughes. 

Gee. D. Lancaster. 

Moore & Darwin. 
CLARKSVILLE. 

Savage & Fort. 
COLUMBIA. 

J. H. Dinning. 
COOKEVILLE. 

Jas. B. Thompson. 
CUMBERLAND GAP. 
J. H. S. Morrison. 
DRESDEN 


Lake Erie, Holloday. 


D. E. McCorkle. 
HALLS. 

W. N. Beasley. 
HARRIMAN. 

Sam A. Breazeale. 
HUMBOLDT. 

J. D. Senter. 





JACKSON. 
Claire a Newman. 
ag 
E. H. a 
JELICO. 
Jno. J. Jennings. 
KNOXVILLE. 
Lewis M. G. Baker. 
John W. Green. 
Norman B. Morrell. 
Pickle, Turner & 
Kennerly. 
Jas. B. Wright. 
LA FOLLETTE. 
J. N. Russell, 


MARYVILLE. 
= cotes, Jr. 
MEMPHIS. 
Bates & "Monteverde. 
R. C. Brown. 
T. L. Campbell. 
J. W. Canada. 
Z. N. Estes. 
G. T. Fitzhugh. 
Rowan A. Greer. 
R. E. Manogue. 
Cc. W. Metcalf. 
A. H. Murray. 
Percy & Hughes. 
Thos, M. Scruggs. 
Wright & Wright. 
F. Zimmermann. 
MILAN. 
J. P. Rhodes. 
NASHVILLE, 
Jas. C. Higgins. 
R. B. C. Howell. 
Lawrence & Son. 
E. L. MeNeilly. 
Edward J. Smith. 
PA 4 


H. Hudson. [ 
ER 


SPARTA. 

J. H. Anderson. 
UNION CITY. 

W. H. Swigezart. 
WINCHESTER. 

Geo, E. Banks. 


TEXAS. 


AMARILLO. 
J. H. Synnott. 
Thos. F. Turner. 
ANGELTON. 
Louis J. Wilson. 
ARKANSAS PASS. 
M. C. Nelson. 


George D. Anderson. 
A. F. Jatho. 


B. F. 
REEVILLE. 

J. C. Dougherty. 
BELTON. 
Arthur M. Monteith. 
BRADY 
F. M. Newman. 
BURNETT. 

Lewis H. Jones. 
CANADIAN. 

J. W. Sanders. 
CENTER. 

S. H. Sanders. 
a 

. Wilson. 
conPtis CHRISTI. 
H. EF. Kramer. 

Ee P. Scott. 
CORSICANA. 

L. B, Cobb. 
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DALLAS. 
Bryan T. Barry. 
Burgess & Burgess. 
T. L. Camp. 
Cocke & Cocke. 
Henry C. Coke. 
Geo. C. Edwards. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
Victor H. Hexter. 
G. D. Hunt. 
Harry T. Lawther. 
Lively, Nelms & 

Adams. 

Cc. Lombardi. 
A. J. McCauley. 
Meador & Davis. 
D. H. Morrow. 
J. C. Muse. 
H. W. Peck. 
Geo. A. Robertson. 
U. F. Short. 
Wm. Thompson. 
M. W. Townsend. 


iS} 
— 4 Randall. 
TON. 


L. Fulton. 

H. R. Wilson. 
EL PASO. 

R. V. Bowden. 

Volney M. Brown. 


Caldwell & Sweeney. 
Hon. J. F. McKenzie. 


T. M. Jones. 
Joseph M. Nealon. 
Turney & Burgess. 
FT. STOCKTON 
Storms & Johnson. 


Capps & Canty. 
H. M. Chapman. 
Ray Hunter. 
Dedmon & Potter. 
H. C. McCart, 
Geo. Q. McGown. 
Mothershead & 
Rector. 
R. M. Rowland. 
Marshall Spoonts. 
I. A. Wynn. 
We ike 7 eerorth. 
Thos. F. West 
John W. Wray. 
GALVESTON. 
Harris & Harris. 
M. A. Kieberg 


J.B. & C. J. Stupbs. 


HEMPHILL. 
W. F. Goodrich. 
Andrew Ball & 
Streetman. 
Baker, Botts, Park- 
er & Garwood. 
J. S. Ballard. 
W. F. Carroll. 
John W. Cobb. 
H. J. Dannenbaum. 
Ewing & Ring. 
HOUSTON. 
T. W. Ford. 
J. M. Gibson. 
Robt. E. Goree. 
Harris & Harris. 
Anselm H. Jayne. 
Jno. G. Logue. 
J. P. Parris. 
Jno. W. Parker. 
Stevens & Stevens. 
Wilson, Dabney & 
King. 
JACKSBORO. 
Thos. D. Sporer. 
LAMESA. 
Frank Robinson. 
LIVINGSTON. 
Hill & Hill. 
MARSHALL. 
M. B. Parchman. 
MERKEL. 
W. T. Potter. 
MONTGOMERY. 
W. A. Powell. 





MORRILL. 
Gerald Fitzgerald. 
MOUNTAIN GROVE. 

W. F. Carroll, 
OCHILTREE. 

R. T. Correll. 
PALACIOS. 

E. E. Bateman. 
PALESTINE.” 


J. W. Williams. 
QUANAH. 

J. A. Clarke. 
ROCKPORT. 
E. Gordon Gibson. 

EBUD. 


E. E. Porter. 
ROSENBERG. 
J. A, Jonges. 
-— ANGELO. 


Robert L. Ball. 
Alex. C. Bullitt. 
Douglas Cater. 
Charles Dittmar. 


Thos. H. Franklin. 


Yale Hicks. 

R. P. Ingrum. 

I. L. Kampman. 

H. D. Leonard. 

T. E. Mangum. 

J, Murray. 

John A. ‘O’connor. 

Solon Stewart. 

Shook & Vander- 

hoeven. 

A. B. Storey. 

Bryan F. Williams. 

Andrew H. Young. 
SAN AUGUSTINE. 

Foster & Davis. 
SAN MARCOS. 

Will G. Barber. 
SEALY. 

Jas. J. Walker. 
SNYDER. 


STEPHENVILLE. 

B. E. Coo 
SWEETWATER. 

or. R. Bondies. 
TAYLOR. 

W. A. Barlow. 
TEXARKANA. 

A. L. Burford. 

Glass, Estes, King 

& Burford. 

J. W. Hillman, 

R. W. Rodgers. 
TYLER. 

Webster Jarvis. 
URALDE. 

a on Hill, 
VER 

F. » McGhee. 
WACO. 


. A. Keeley. 
W. M. Sleeper. 
be’ ww 
H. A. Cline. 
WICHITA FALLS. 
Wm. N, Bonner. 
Orville Bullington. 


UTAH. 


GAN. 
Nebeker, Thather 
& Bowen. 
J. C. Walters. 
MILFORD. 


Geo. B. Greenwood. 


OGDEN. 
Cc. A. Boyd. 
Joseph Chez. 
V. Gideon. 
S. A. Maginnis. 
W. R. Skeen. 
PANGUITCH. 
Jno. L. Sevoy. 





PRICE 
Cc. c. McWhinney. 
YSON. 


R. A. Porter. 
SALT LAKE CITY. 

Everard Bierer, Jr. 

Booth & Lee. 

E. B. Critchlow. 

Chas. C. Dey. 

Frank J. Gustin. 

J. T. Hammond. 

H. R. Macmillan. 

Hon. T. Marioneaux. 

Cc. W. Morse. 

Chas, C. Parsons. 

Joe W. Rozzelle. 

Allen T. Sanford, 

J. D. Skeen 

Benner X. Smith. 

Ray Van Cott. 

Waldemar Van Cott. 

Weber & Olson. 
STEVENS POINT. 

D. I, Sicklested. 
VERNAL. 

Wallace Calder, 


VERMONT. 


BARRE. 

8. Hollister Jackson. 
BELLOWS FALLS. 

Almon I. Bolles. 
BETHEL. : 

Wallace Batchelder. 
BURLINGTON. 

Claude D. Graton. 
CHELSEA. 

Hon. Geo. L. Stow. 
HARDWICK. 

M. G. Morse. 

Hon. W. O. Taylor. 
RUTLAND. 

Marville C. Webber. 

John §, Buttles. 
ST. JOHNSBURY. 

Harry Blodgett. 
VERGENNES. 

F. L. Fish. 


VIRGINIA, 


ABINGTON. 

H. Emory Widener. 
ALEXANDRIA. 

G. W. Lewis. 
we 

Epes & Ep 
CHARLOTTESVILLE. 

a *, 
DANVIL 

H. J. Wooding, Jr. 
FAIRFAX. 

John S. Barbour. 
LEXINGTON, 

H. St. G. Tucker. 
LYNCHBERG. 

A. S. Hester. 
a iy & NEWS. 
NORFOLK. 

Thos. W. Shelton. 

Agelasto & Miller. 
NORTON. 

A. N. Kilgore. 
PEARISBURG. 

W. B. Sindow. 


PORTSMOUTH. 
Wm. Hodges Baker. 
G. W. Coleman. 
Frank L. Crocker. 
Emil Hauser. 
RICHMOND. 
George Ainslie. 
Geo. Bryan. 
MeGuire, Riley & 
Brya 
A. WwW. ~Pattousen. 
Lawrence P. Pool. 
E, R. Williams. 
ROANOKE. 
Cc. A. McHugh. 
Woods, McNulty & 
Engleby. 





VICTORIA. 
W. E. Fowler. 
Ww. J. Turnbull, Jr. 


SE. 
Duncan & Kelley. 
WASHINGTON. 


BECKLEY. 
M. C. Brackman. 
BELLINGHAM. 
an? Cc. Beach. 
H. C. Thompson. 
ey ik et 
A. J. O'Connor. 
CHELAN. 
Chas. R. Sargent. 
CHEWELAH. 
E. D. Germain. 


Herman ne 
DAVENPOR 

Ww. A. Witson. 
DAYTON. 


A. Vincent. 


J. A. Coleman. 

John t Johnston. 
HOQUIA 

P. z ‘Callahan. 
KALA 

Cc. aiahan. 
KENNEWICK. 

Humphrey & Cole. 
KENT. 


T. W. Bassett. 
KETTLE FALLS. 
oO. Noble. 


F. E. Allison, 
MONTESANO. 

W. H. Abel. 
MT. VERNON. 

Hurd & Hilen. 
NORTH YAKIMA. 

James O. Cull. 

Leo C. Dell. 

Ira P. Englehart. 

Joseph Rice. 

Roberts & Udell. 

A. C. Wilkinson. 
ODESSA 

W. M. ‘Nevins. 
OLYMPIA. 

Thomas M. Vance. 

Cc. E. Claypool. 
PASCO. 

Chas. W. zecuaee. 


PORT “TOWNSEND. 
U. D. Gnagey. 
REPUBLIC. 
Jas. T. Johnson. 
Chas, P. Bennett. 
SEATTLE. 
Geo. F. Aust. 
Edward Brady. 
S. M. Brackett. 
Brightman & Ten- 
nant. 
Vivian M. Geen. 
P. P. Carroll 
John T. Condon. 
Craven & Slattery. 
Chas. J. Dobbs. 
ys & Olson. 
A, Hastings. 
Fletur McHugh. 
James B. Howe. 
J. S. Jury. 
J. Edwin Keyes. 
Fred H. Lysons. 
Thos. B. McMahon. 


McClure & McClure. 


Chas. F. Munday. 
Fred H. Peterson. 
H. J. Ramsey. 


XUM 
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SEATTLE. 
Ralph Simon. 
A, A. Tremper. 
Geo. H. Walker. 
SEDRO- WOOLLEY, 
Coleman & Gable. 


Wm. Sherman 
Dawson. 

J. B. Lindsley. 

McWilliams & 
McWilliams, 

Munter & Flood. 

Nuzem, Clark & 
Nuzem. 

Joseph eee. 

P. C. Shin 


Turner & “Geraghty. 
MA. 


co 

Jas. M. Ashton. 
Chas. Bedford. 

G. W. H. Davis. 
Ellis & Fletcher. 
Guy EB. Kelly. 

M. A. Langhorne. 
Lund & Lund. 

Ss. F. McAnally. 
Ray. J. McMillan. 


Pp. G Pendleton. 

MS aah Sve 
W. Arnold. 

WALLA WALLA. 

H. Dunphy. 
WENATCHEE. 

G. G. Hannon. 

Reeves & Reeves. 
WILSON CREEK. 

T. B. Southard, 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


BECKLEY. 
M. C. Brackman. 
BENWOOD 
D. W. Sole. 
BREMERTON. 
F. W. Moore. 
BUCKHANNON. 
Wm. S. O’Brien. 
CHARLESTON. 
Brown, Jackson & 
Knight. 
mastew, Fitzpatrick 
Alderson & Baker. 
J. C. Gilmer. 
Mollohan & McClin- 
tic & Matthews. 
Price, Smith, Spil- 
man and Clay. 
M. F. Stiles. 
c. J. Van Fleet. 
Chas. N. Campbell. 
Cleon Moore. 
CLARKSBURG. 
E. F. Garrett. 
Philip P. Steptoe, 
CLAY. 


A. Ww. Bell. 
ELKINS. 
D. H. Hill Arnold, 
E. A. Bowers. 
G. G. Krump. 
FAIRMONT. 
Walter R. Haggerty. 
French McCray. 
GLEN JBAN. 
Robert Essex. 
GLENVILLE. 
Linn, Browmont & 
Craddock. 
ae gf om 
D. E. Stutler. 
HUNTINGTON. 
R. L. Blackwood. 
W. K. Cowden. 
Enslow, Fitzpatrick 
& Baker. 





HUNTINGTON. 
Cc. 8S. Welch. 
bat & Graham. 
KEYSE 
J. K. “Staggers. 


’ * aoe 


W. A. Satten. 

I. M. McClintie, 
MORGANTOWN. 

E. M. Early. 

Hon. Chas. E. Hogg. 

James R. Sheppard. 
PARKERSBURG. 

Wm. Beard. 

Hon. J. G. McClure. 

— — & 


How & Worrell. 
POINT PLEA SA 
Somerville & 
. Somerville. 
Rankin Wiley. 
PRINCETON. 


John D. Thomas. 
et he yg 
WwW. B. Bowman. 
SPENCER. 


John C. Palmer. 
WESTON. 
Robert L. Bland, 
LIN! 


. R. CG Allen. 
Caldwell & Caldwell. 
Geo. R. E. Gilchrist. 
E. J. —— 

W. E. Kru 
McCamic ‘& volarke. 


Hubert Quesinberry. 
WISCONSIN, 


APPLETON. 
Wm. Bucholz. 
. Bradford. 


Mrs. Allan T. Pray. 
BARRON. 
Coe Bros. 
BERLIN. 
Perry Niskern. 
BO 


Orton & Osborn. 
EAU ws AIRE. 
F. . Frawley. 


GLENWOOD "CITY. 
H. H. Dean. 

GRAND RAPIDS. 
Chas. E. Briere. 
Goggins & Brazeau. 
UDSON. 


Baker & Haven. 
IRON RIVER. 

Cc. F. Morris. 
JANESVILLE. 

John Cunningham. 

Wm. H. Dougherty. 
KENOSHA. 

Calvin Stewart. 
LAKE GENEVA. 

H. A. Burdick. 
LA CROSSE. 

Geo. H. Gordon. 

J. E. Higbee. 

A. H. Schubert. 
MADISON. 

Hoppman & Michel- 


son. 
Hon. J. C. Kerwin. 





MADISO 
W. A. 3 Morris. 


J. M. Olin. 

T. % Richmond. 
MANITOWOC. 

Emil sa. 


MAUSTO. 
Clinton G. Price. 
MEDFORD. 
Herman Leicht. 
MERRILL. 
R. B. Runke. 
F. J. & C. H. Smith. 
MILWAUK 
Bohmrick & Gabel. 
Alfred L. Cary. 
Jos. E. oo 
Joseph B. Doe, 
Nathan Glicksman. 
A. J. Hedding. 
G. R. Hoffman. 
George Lines. 
R. B. Mallory. 
Markham & 
Schoelikoff. 
em | Maxon. 
G. ensing. 
Miller, Noyes & 
Miller. 
Rev. Charles B. 
Moulinic. 
oe A. Mueller. 
N. B. Neelen. 
Nath, Pereles & 
Percles. 
Quasies, perate & 
Quarl 
N. 8. Robinson. 
J. E. Roehr. 
Chas. M. Scanlan. 
Van Dyke & Van 
Dyke & Carter. 
Waldemar C. Wehe. 
Moritz Wittig, Jr. 
MT. HOREB. 
Hoppman & 
Michelson. 
NEENAH. 
Mayhew Mott. 
ee ae 
F. Kountz. 
NEW LONDON. 
Oliver W. Day. 
OSH. 


Daniel H. Grady. 
Edw. H. Ryan. 
PRAIRIE DU CHIEN. 
Hon. W. R. Graves. 


Guy E. Benson. 
Wallace Ingalls. 
Palmer & Gittings. 
Chas. .Koenzke. 
DSBURG. 


Bs) 
a 


Paul T. Kres. 
A. C. Prescott. 
se R. 


Minahan. 
sTOUCHT ‘ON. 
E. K. Loverud. 
SUPERIOR. 
Solon L. Perrin. 
D. E. Roberts. 
Chas. M. Wilson. 
WK 


T . 
G. M. Sheldon. 
VIROQUA. 

Cc. W. Graves. 
WATERTOWN. 

Gustav Buchholt. 

John G. Conway. 
ween 

D. Smith. 

WAUKESHA. 

E. Merton. 

V. H. Tichener. 
WEST SUPERIOR. 

Crownhart & Foley. 

W. M. Steele. 





WITHEE. 
A. K. Stauning. 


WYOMING. 

BASIN. 

Cc. A. Zarwing. 
BUFFALA. 

Hayden N. White. 
CASPER. 

Jno. B. Barnes, Jr. 
CHEYE ; 

Gibson Fs a 

Ww. Kinkead., 


Herbert V. Lacey. 
or B. Mull 


ullen. 
CoD 

R. iF Donley. 
EVAN: 

ia C. Sloan. 

Sol. J. Weil. 
RAWLINS. 


N. R. Greenfield, 
ee ANCE. 


P. Isley. 
SHERIDAN. 4 


M.. B. Camplin. 
F. M. Downer, Jr. 


FOREIGN 


ALASKA, 

FAIRBANKS. 

John F. Dillon. 
RAMPART. 

Charles B. Allen, 
SEWARD. 

J J. Finnegan. 
VALDEZ. 

E. E. Ritchie, 


CANADA. 


James Bicknell, 
Henry O’Brien, K. C. 


CEYLON. 


KAND 
R. Ww. Jonklass. 


HAWAHAN ISLANDS. 
HONOLULU. 
Thompson, 

& Wilder. 


ISTHMUS OF 
PANAMA. 


CRISTOBAL. 
. W. H. Carrington. 


JAPAN. 


YOKOHAMA. 
J. E. de Becker, 


Clemons 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS, 
MANILA. 
W. A. Kincaid. 
Chas. H. Smith, 
Hon. E. Finley 
Johnson. ; 


PORTO RICO. 


PONCE. 
Francisco Para 


po. 
SAN JUAN. 
Joseph Anderson, Jr. 


SCOTLAND. 


GLASGOW. 
Donald Mackey. 
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Just Published in Book Form 


Letters to a 
Young Lawyer 
By Arthur M. Harris 


These letters, published last year in the Docket, 
were so highly praised and brought forth so 
many requests for publication in permanent form 
that this edition is now offered. The volume is 
prepared in the highest form of the printer's 
and binder’s art and will make a very attractive 
Christmas present. 

Hon. John H. Wigmore, Dean Northwestern Univer- 

sity Law School, author of ‘‘Evidence,’’ writes: 


"The lett:rs of Mr. Harris to a young lawyer just ap- 
pearing in the Docket, seem to me to be the best thing of 
the kind that | have seen for a long time past. They 
should be published in book form when completed. 

"If such a book emerges, I shall give it a hearty and 
constant recommendation to my young friends." 


Edition de luxe Bound in red leather with gold top 
Uncut edges 193 pages 
Packed in neat carton $2.00 delivered 


West Publishing Co. St Paul, Minn. 
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University of Michigan 


Three years’ course leading to the degree of 
LL. B. The degree of Juris Doctor (J. D.) open 
to graduates of approved universities and col- 
leges. Regular session October to June, inclu- 
sive. Credit towards either degree may be ob- 
tained through work in the summer session of 
ten weeks, Law library of about 30,000 volumes. 
For announcements, address, 


DEAN, DEPARTMENT OF LAW, 
University of Michigan, Box X, Ann Arbor, Mich. 








corporate debts. 


five hundred pages. 
versal Corporate Record.” 
corporated through us. 


information, which you should have, 


H. R. DAGGS, President 
W. E. MILEIGAN, Secretary 





INCORPORATE UNDER ARIZONA LAWS 


Most liberal Corporation Laws in the United States. 
Keep offices and do business anywhere. 
poration” free to companies incorporated through us. 
It tells just what to do and how to do it. 

Four books in one. 
Cost incorporating very small. Write for free booklet containing 
Arizona Corporation Laws, and it also tells you why, you should incorporate under the 
Arizona Corporation Laws, and instructions as how to incorporate, and other valuable 
“Free.” 


ARIZONA CORPORATION CHARTER GUARANTEE CO. 


National Bank of Arizona Bidg., P. 0. Box 455, PHOENIX, ARIZONA, 


P. H. HAYES, Vice-President and G 
L. M. LANEY, Assistant C 1 


ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


Private property exempt from all 
“Daggs on How to Run a Cor- 
This is a well-bound law book of 
Also investigate our “Unit- 
No other like it. Free to companies in- 


ral C 
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